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T461. Also, petition of Daughters of the American Revolution,
Baltimore, Md., urging early consideration of immigration
measure, Senate bill 51; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

7462. By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY: Resolution of Calhoun
County (Il.) Farm Bureau, that the membership respectfnlly
request that WLS, “The Voice of Agriculture,” be given a clear
channel on a favorable wave length; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

7463. By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of Woman's Christian
Temperance Union of Little Sioux, Iowa, favoring Federal
supervision of motion pictures in interstate and international
commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

7464. By Mr. YATES: Petition of 8. B. Wilson, of the law
firm of Wilson & Robinson, of Ashland, Ky., requesting the pas-
sage of House bill 9547 ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

7465, Also, petition of Thomas H. MacRae, president MacRae
Blue Book, 18 East Huron Street, Chicago, protesting the pas-
sagze of House bill 11096, relative to postal rates; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

T466. Also, petition of Arthur G. Smith, president Spic Lab-
oratories (Inc.), 825 West Huron Street, Chicago, Ill, protest-
ing the passage of House bill 11096; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

7467. Also, petition of Charles von Weller, president of the
Von Weller-Lyon Co., 570 West Monroe Street, Chicago, Ill.,
protesting the passage of House bill 11096, relative to certain
postal rates; to the Commititee on the Post Office and Post
Roads.

T468. Also, petition of O. R. Geuther, president of Marshall-
Jackson Co., 24-26 Sonth Clark Street, Chicago, Ill., protesting
the passage of House bill 11096, stating it is his belief that the
above bill would injure all business; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads,

SENATE
TrURSDAY, June 5, 1930
(Legislative day of Thursday, May 29, 1930)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of
the recess.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message
from the House of Representatives.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed with-
out amendment the following bills of the Senate:

8.1906. An act for the appointment of an additional circuit
judge for the fifth judicial circuit; and

8.3493. An act to provide for the appointment of an addi-
tional circuit judge for the third judicial circuit.

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its
amendments to the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 49) to provide
for the national defense by the creation of a corporation for
the operation of the Government properties at and near Muscle
Shoals, in the State of Alabama, and for other purposes, dis-
agreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference requested by
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and that Mr. Ranscey, Mr. WurzBacH, Mr. REEcE, Mr. QuUiN,
and Mr. Fisggs were appointed managers on the part of the
House at the conference.

The message returned the following bills to the Senate in
compliance with its request:

S.4442. An act relating to suits for infringement of patents
where the patentee is violating the antitrust laws; and

H. R.12205. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, ete., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than
the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors,

ENROLLED BILLS SBIGNED

The message further announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Vice President:

H. R.11965. An act making appropriations for the legislative
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1931, and for other purposes; and

H. R.12302. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said
waAar.
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CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr. FESS. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a quoru.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will eall the roll,
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Frazier Kendrick Sheppard
Ashurst George Keyes Shipstead
Barkley Gillett MeCulloch Bhortridge
Bingham Glass MeKellar Simmons
Blaine Glenn MeMaster Smoot
Blesse Goff MeNar, Steiwer
Borah Goldsborough Metea Stephens
Bratton Gould Moses Sullivan
Brock (ireene Norbeck Swanson
Brookhart Hale Norris Thomas, Okla.
Broussard Harris Nye Trammell
Capper Harrison Oddie ydings
Connally Hatfield Overman YVandenberg
Copeland Hayden Patterson Walsh, Mass.
Couzens Hebert Phipps Walsh, Mont.
Cutting Heflin Pine Waterman
Dale Howell Ransdell Watson
Deneen Johnson Robinson, Tnd, Wheeler
Fess Jones Robsion, Ky.

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Utah [Mr. Kixg], the Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
Smrra], and the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLercHER] are
necessarily detained by illness,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sevenfy-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a resolution
of the executive committee of the Department of the District of
Columbia, American Legion, urging the Senate not to ratify the
treaty for the limitation and reduction of naval armament,
signed at London on April 22, 1930, and to build a navy to
meet all requirements, which was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

He also laid before the Senate telegramms from Marie Lessey,
of Royal Oak, Mich., and the Congress of Hungarian Societies
and Churches, of Pittsburgh and vicinity, in the State of Penn-
sylvania, felicitating the Senate on the tenth anniversary of the
treaty of Trianon—June 4, 1930—for its action in not ratify-
ing the said treaty, and also favoring protection for the Hun-
garian nation, which were referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

He also laid before the Senate a letter and telegrams in the
nature of petitions from the pastor, chief elder, and members
of the Hungarian Reformed Church, of McKeesport, Pa.; the
New York Hungarian Young Men's Circle and Singing Society,
of New York, N. Y.; the Hungarian Civie Club, of Bridgeport,
Conn., and the branch of the Hungarian Women’s World League,
of Youngstown, Ohio, praying, on the tenth anniversary of the
treaty of Trianon, for a revision of that treaty, which dis-
membered Hungary, the 1,000-year-old state of central Europe,
in the interest of peace and economic progress, which were
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I present and ask unaninrous
consent to have printed in the Recorp and referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations a telegram in the nature of a
petition.

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

Bripceport, CoNN., June 8, 1030,
The SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, -«
Washington, D, C.:

June 4, 1930, is the tenth anniversary of the treaty of Trianon which
dismembered Hungary, the 1,000-year-old state of central Europe. The
treaty of Trianon was not ratified by the United States Senate, She
felt the moral obligation to refuse it after it repudiated those prin-
ciples of humanity and ideals of democracy which she fought for. The
peace treaties were never intended to be sacrosanct, The experience
of the last decade has proved that revision of the Trianon treaty is
imperative if peace is to be preserved and economic progress assured.
No lapse of time, no defeat of hopes will be sufficient to reconcile
Hungarians to the desperate position to which the Trianon treaty has
doomed them, and we will strive continually for the revision of a
treaty which took no account of the Wilson principle of self-determi-
nation of peoples and which is contrary to all ideas of peace and
Hberty and, above all, of demoeracy.

Fiest MAGYAR REFORMED CHURCH OF BRIDGEPORT, CONN.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. STEIWER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to
which was referred the bill (8. 2134) for the determination
and payment of certain claims against the Choctaw Indians
enrolled as Mississippi Choetaws, reported it with amendunrents
and submitted a report (No. 819) thereon,
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Mr. FRAZIER (for Mr. Scmarn), from the Committee on
Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill (8. 4050) fto
confer full rights of citizenship upon the Cherokee Indians
resident in the State of North Carolina, and for other pur-
poses, reporfed it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 840) thereon.

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys,
to which were referred the following bills, reported them each
with amendirents and submitted reports thereon:

S.4617. A bill to provide for the creation of the colonial
national monument in the State of Virginia, and for other
purposes, reported it with amendments and submitted a report
(No. 820) thereon; and

H. R. 4189. An act to add certain lands to the Boise National
Forest (Rept. No. 833).

Mr. NYE also, from the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys, to which were referred the following bills, reported
them severally without amendment and submitted reports
thereon :

8.4164 A bill authorizing the repayment of rents and
royalties in excess of requirements made under leases executed
in accordance with the general leasing act of February 25,
1920 (Rept. No. 834) ;

S.4283. A bill ratifying and confirming the title of the State
of Minnesota and its grantees to certain lands patented to it
by the United States of America (Rept. No. 835) ;

H. R.4020. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to investigate and report to Congress on the advisability and
practicability of establishing a national park to be known as
the Upper Mississippi National Park in the States of Iowa,
Illinois, Wisconsin, and Minnesota (Rept. No. 836) ;

H. R. 9169. An act for the relief of the successors of Luther
Burbank (Rept. No. 837) ;

H.R.9198. An act to remove cloud as to title of lands at
Fort Lyttleton, 8. C. (Rept. No. 838) ; and

H. R. 10780. An act to transfer certain lands to the Ouachita
National Forest, Ark. (Rept. No. 839).

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (8. 3557) to provide
for the aequisition of certain timberlands and the sale thereof
to the State of Oregon for recreational and scenic purposes,
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
832) thereon. .

Mr. HOWELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which were
referred the following bills, reported them severally with an
amendment and submitted reports thereon:

S.39. A bill for the relief of Kate Canniff (Rept. No. 821) ;

§.325. A bill for the relief of former Lieut. Col. Timothy J.
Powers (Rept. No. 822) ; and ;

H. R. 3764. An act for the relief of Ruban W. Riley (Rept.
No. 823).

Mr, HOWELL also, from the Committee on Claims, to which
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with-
out amendment and submitted reports thereon:

S.4612. A bill for the relief of the corporation C. P. Jensen
(Rept. No. 824) ;

H. R. 692. An act for the relief of Ella E. Horner (Rept. No.
825) ;

H. R. 1499. An act for the relief of C. O. Crosby (Rept. No.
826) ;

H. R. 4469. An act for the relief of Second Lieut. Burgo D.
Gill (Rept. No. 827) ; '

H. R. 6651. An act for the relief of John Golombiewski (Rept.
No. 828) ; and

H. R. 7464. An act for the relief of Robert R. Strehlow (Rept.

- No. 829).

Mr. HOWELL also, from the Commitiee on Commerce, to
which was referred the bill (S. 4583) to amend the act entitled
“An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across the
Missouri River opposite to or within the corporate limits of
Nebraska City, Nebr.,” approved June 4, 1872, reported it with-
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 841) thereon.

Mr. WATERMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill (H. R, 969) to amend section 118
of the Judicial Code to provide for the appointment of law
clerks to TUnited States circunit judges, reported it without
amendment and submitted a report (No. 830) thereon.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, to which was referred the bill (8. 3416) repealing various
provisions of the act of June 15, 1917, entitled “An act to punish
acts of interference with the foreign relations, the neutrality,
and the foreign commerce of the United States, to punish espi-
onage, and better to enforce the criminal laws of the United
States, and for other purposes™ (40 Stat. L. 217), reported it
withont amendment and submitted a report (No. 831) thereon,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

10079

ENROLLED RBILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that to-day, June 5, 1930, that committee presented to the Presi-
dent of the United States the following enrolled bills and joint
resolution :

8.108. An act to suppress unfair and fraudulent practices in
the marketing of perishable agricultural commeodities in inter-
state and foreign commerce ;

8.8272. An act to authorize the dispatch from the mailing
post office of metered permif matter of the first class prepaid
at least 2 cents but not fully prepaid, and to authorize the ac-
ceptanece of third-class matter without stamps afiixed in such
quantities as may be prescribed ;

5.3531. An act authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to
enlarge tree-planting operations on national forests, and for
other purposes;

8.3599. An act to provide for the classification of extraordi-
nary expenditures contributing to the deficlency of postal rev-
enues ; and

8. J. Res. 167. Joint resolution to clarify and amend an act
entitled “An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims
to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any claims
which the Assiniboine Indians may have against the United
States, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1927,

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS

As in executive session,

Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported
the nomination of Albert C. Sittel, of California, to be United
States marshal, southern district of California, which was
placed on the Executive Calendar.

Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Post Offices and
Post Roads, reported the nomination of Frank J. Nunn to be
postmaster at Brownsville, Tenn., in place of F. J. Nunn, which
was placed on the Executive Calendar.

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Commitiee on Post Offices and Post
Roads, reported sundry post-office nominations, which were
placed on the Executive Calendar.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. ODDIE:

A bill (S. 4643) to provide for an Indian village at Elko, Nev.;
fo the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana:

A bill (8. 4644) granting a pension to Fanny M. Coffey (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

A bill (8. 4645) to amend the national prohibition act by"
prohibiting the purchase of intoxicating liquor for beverage:
purposes ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.,

By Mr. DENEEN:

A bill (8. 4646) for the relief of Howard Donovan; to the
Committee on Claims.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

On motion of Mr. Oppig, the Committee on Claims was dis-
charged from the further consideration of the bill (8. 4642) for
the relief of the Crystal Land Co., and it was referred to the
Committee on Indian Affairs. .

AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL—SABINE-NECHES WATER-
WAY, TEXAS
Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 11781, the river and harbor
authorization bill, which was ordered to lie on the table and to
be printed.

LOANS ON ADJUSTED COMPENSATION CERTIFICATES

Mr. McKELLAR submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
284), which was ordered to lie on the table:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby,
directed to report to the Senate at the earliest practicable moment the
number of adjusted-compensation certificates on which the Treasury
has lent money since the 4th of March, 1929, and also the number of
goldiers who have asked for loans on such certificates.

PENSIONB AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS—CONFERENCE EEPORT

Mr., ROBINSON of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to re-
consider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the report of
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
12205) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and so forth,
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors. 1 have a corrected
report to submit fo take its place,
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The VICE PRESIDENT., Without objection, the vote agrée—
ing to the conference report will be reconsidered.
My, ROBINSON of Indiana submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
12205) granfing pensions and increase of pensions to certain
soldiers and sallors of the Regular Army and Navy, ete., and
certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War,
and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do
recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 7,
9, and 11.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, & 10, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike out in
the Senate engrossed amendments the following:

Page 4, lines 10 to 13, both inclusive.

Page 4, lines 21 to 24, both inclusive.

Page 5, lines 23 and 24, and page 6, lines 1 and 2,

Page 11, lines 13 to 17, both inclusive.

Page 12, lines 18 to 21, both inclusive.

Page 16, lines 13 to 16, both inclusive.

On page 3, line 3, strike out “$20” and in lieu thereof insert
i sl?.."

On page 4, line 6, strike out “ $20 " and in lieu thereof insert
#8127

On page 4, line 19, strike out “ $17 ” and in lieu thereof insert
“$12.

On page 5, line 12, strike out “ $20 " and in lieu thereof insert

On page 6, line 5, strike out “ $17" and in lieu thereof insert
(1 $12l-r

On page 6, line 14, strike out * $12 " and in lieu thereof insert
g ”

On page 6, line 17, strike out * $17 " and in lieu thereof insert
i ”

¢ Oh Dage 7, line 6, strike out “ $24 " and in lien thereof insert
s %ri-‘pag? 7, line 14, strike out *“ $20 " and in lieu thereof insert
& %ﬁ.}mge 9, line 11, strike out “ $17 " and in lieu thereof insert
. %?{imge 9, line 20, strike out “ $20 " and in lien thereof insert
y %E’.},mge 9, line 22, strike out “ $20 " and in lieu thereof insert
Z %I‘I'Puge 10, line 23, strike out “ $20 ” and in lien thereof insert
A %i'.l'aage 10, line 26, strike out “ $20 " and in lieu thereof insert
" solﬁ'.!mge 11, line 2, strike out “ $20 " and in lieu thereof insert
z %g',page 12, line 9, strike cut “ $20 " and in lieu thereof insert
) %é}, page 13, line 3, strike out “ $12” and in lieu thereof insert

L

on page 13, line 6, strike out “ $12 " and in lieu thereof insert
e sﬁ 3]

On page 13, line 9, strike out * $12" and in lieu thereof insert
4 "

L

0;1 page 13, line 13, strike out “ $12 ™ and in lien thereof insert
- $6 ”

On page 13, line 18, sirike out ** $12 " and in lieu thereof insert
9 $G-'I

On page 14, line 15, strike out “ $125" and in lien thereof in-
sert i $50.”

On page 14, line 18, strike out “ $30 " and in lieu thereof insert
¢ §12n

On page 14, line 23, strike out * $12 " and in lien thereof insert
“ sﬁ ”

On page 16, line 19, strike out “ $17 " and in lien thereof insert
“$12"; and the Senate agree to the same.

ARTHUR R. RoBINSON,
PeTER NORBECK,
B. K. WHEELER,

Managers on the part of the Senate.
Harorn KNUTSON,
W. F. Korep,
Joux C. Box,

Managers on the part of the Housze,

The report was agreed to.
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VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, I submit a conference report
and ask for its immediate consideration.
The report was read, considered, and agreed to, as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (I. R.
10175) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for the
promotion of vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in
industry or otherwise and their return fo civil employment,”
approved June 2, 1920, as amended, having met, after full and
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend
to their respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree tc the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be
inserted by the Senate amendment insert “$80,000"”: and the
Senate agree to the same,

JessE H. METCALF,

JAMES CoUZENS,

Davio I. WaLsH,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

Daxier A. Rerp,

E. HarT FENK,

Loring M. BraAck, Jr.,
Managers on the part of the House.

YAQUINA RIVER (OREG.) PROJECT (S. DOC. NO. 159)

Mr, JOHNSON preseuted a communieation from the Chief of
Engineers of the Army relative to a review of the reports on
Yaquina River, Oreg., from Toledo to Yaquina Bay, with a view
to determining if further improvement of this locality is ad-
visable at the present time, which, with the accompanying
report of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors, was
referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be
printed.

THE CALENDAR

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a number of Members of the
Senate have expressed the desire briefly to consider the cal-
endar, particularly with reference to House bills, Therefore I
am going to ask unanimous consent that we take up the calendar
and consider only unobjected bills for a period of 30 minutes,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, does the Senator ask that we
immediately take up the calendar?

Mr, McNARY. I am seeking consent to take it up for the
consideration of unobjected bills only,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— i

The?l‘IC—E PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska
object

Mr. NORRIS. No; I do not want to interfere with the pro-
gram, but why not go ahead with the tariff discussion which
has been proceeding heretofore? If a point of order is sustained,
then the conference committee will require time to meet and
have a further conference. Why not dispose of the tariff matter
first?

Mr., WATSON. Mr. President, the point is that a number of
Senators are interested in the bills on the calendar and——

Mr, NORRIS. We are all interested in the tariff bill.

Mr. WATSON, They want to get the Senate bills over to
the House so the House will have time to act upon them. They
are fearful if that is not done that they will not be acted on
at this session. Thirty minutes’ time is all we ask, .

Mr, NORRIS. Thirty minutes’ time is just as important to
the tariff bill as it is to the other bills. I do not want to ob-
ject because 1 do not desire to interfere with the program of
the leaders, but I wish to call attention to the faet that they
are delaying the tariff bill and somebody will be responsible
for that delay. It can not stand many delays.

Mr., McNARY., I will assume the responsibility for 30
minutes.

Mr. NORRIS. Then some one else will assume it for another
30 minutes and the first thing we know Senators will have gone
away and we shall not have disposed of the tariff bill, and
then what is going to happen to the country?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Oregon? The Chair hears none. The
clerk will state the first bill on the calendar,

The bill (8, 168) providing for the biennial appointment of a
board of visitors to inmspect and report upon the government
and conditions in the Philippine Islands was announced as
first in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS, Over,

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will be passed over.
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The bill (8. 1133) to amend section 8 of the act entitled “An
act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of
adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods,
drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traflic therein,
and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906, as amended,
was annomnced as next in order.

Mr. FESS, Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The resolution (8. Res. 76) te amend Rule XXXIII of the
Standing Rules of the Senate relating to the privilege of the
floor was announced as next in order.

Mr. BLEASE. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The resolution will be passed over,

The bill (8. 551) to regulate the distribution and promotion
of conmissioned officers of the Marine Corps, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. BLAINE. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The resolution (8. Res. 49) authorizing the Committee on
Manufactures, or any duly authorized subcommittee thereof,
to investigate immediately the working conditions of employees
in the textile industry of the States of North Carolina, South
Carolina, and Tennessee was announced as next in order.

Mr. METCALF. Orver.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over,

The bill (8. 153) granting consent to the city and county of
San Francisco to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge
across the Bay of San Francisco from Rincon Hill to a point
near the South Mole of San Antonio Estuary, in the county of
Alameda, in said State, was announced as next in order.

Mr. JOHNSON. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The resolution (8. Res. 119) anthorizing.and directing the
Committee on Interstate Commerce to investigate the wreck of
the airplane City of San Francisco and certain matters pertain-
ing to interstate air commerce was announced as next in order.

Mr. METCALF. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 255) for the promotion of the health and welfare
of mothers and infants, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. PHIPPS. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 9592) to amend section 407 of the merchant
marine act. 1928, was announced as next in order.

Mr. FESS., That being the unfinished business, I ask that it
may go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1278) to authorize the issuance of certificates of
admission to aliens, and for other purposes, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. TYDINGS. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 149) for the relief of unem-
pioyed persons in the United States was announced as next in
order,

Mr. PHIPPS. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 23) to regulate the procurement of motor trans-
portation in the Army was announced as next in order.

Mr. BLAINE. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will be passed over.

The resolution (8. Res. 245) providing for the appointment
of a committee to ingunire into the failure of the Speaker of
the House of Representatives to take some action on Senate
Joint Resolution 3, relative to the commencement of the terms
of President, Vice President, and Members of Congress, was
announced as next in order.

Severan SexaTors. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over,

The bill (8. 120) to authorize the President to detail engi-
neers of the Bureau of Public Roads of the Department of
Agriculture to assist the governments of the Latin American
republics in highway matters was announced as next in order.

Mr. PHIPPS. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R, T998) to amend subsection (d) of section 11
of the merchant marine act of June 5, 1920, as amended by
section 301 of the merchant marine act of May 22, 1928, was
announced as next in order,

Mr. McKELLAR. Let that go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

Mr, COPELAND, Mr, President, may I inquire if the Sena-
tor from Michigan [Mr. VaxpeENBERG] has offered any amend-
ment to the bill just passed over?
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Mr. VANDENBERG. I have not as yet. In the 30 minutes
of the morning hour during which we are to consider the calen-
dar I am sure there would not be time to consider the bill.

The bill (8. 4066) to authorize the merger of the Georgetown
Gas Light Co. with and info the Washington Gas Light Co.,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order,

SEVERAL SENaTors. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

The bill (8. 3229) to provide for the appointment of an addi-
tional district judge for the southern distriet of New York was
read, considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the President is authorized to appoint, by
and with the advice and consent of the Sepate, an additional district
Jjudge for the District Court of the United States for the Southern Dis-
triet of New York. The judge so appointed shall reside in said distriet
and his compensation and powers shall be the same as now provided
by law for the judges of said district. A wvacancy occurring at any
time in the office of the district judge herein provided for is authorized
to be filled.

Mr. COPELAND subsequently said: Mr. President, while I
was temporarily out of the Chamber, Calendar No. 613, the bill
(8. 3229) to provide for the appointment of an additional dis-
trict judge for the southern district of New York, was passed.
I ask unanimous consent that the votes by which it was ordered
to a third reading and passed may be reconsidered, because 1
am under obligation to a Senator not present who wishes to
be here when that bill is eonsidered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the votes will
be reconsidered and the bill restored to the calendar.

CITIZENSHIP AND NATURALIZATION OF MARRIED WOMEN

The bill (H. R. 10960) to amend the law relative to citizenship
and naturalization of married women, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order,

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I desire to offer two amend-
ments to the bill, which I ask may be printed and lie on the
table.

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is an amendment now
pending.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, at the request of the Senator

‘from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reen], I ask that the bill may go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The two amendments proposed by
the Senater from Connecticut will be printed and lie on the
table.

Mr. TYDINGS. I also desire to offer an amendment to the
bill, which I ask may be printed and lie on the table,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and
lie on the table. The bill will be passed over.

BUSINESS BEFORE PATENT OFFICE

The bill (H. R. 699) to prevent fraud, deception, or improper
practice in conmection with business before the Unifed States
Patent Office, and for other purposes, was announced as next in
order.

Mr, BRATTON. Let that bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

SUFFICIENCY OF INDICTMENT IN UNITED STATES COURTS

The bill (8. 1916) to amend section 1025 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States was read, considered, ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it emacted, ete., That section 1025 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as
follows :

" SEC. 1025, No indictment found and presented by a grand jury in
any district or other court of the United Btates shall be deemed insuf-
ficient, mor shall the trial, judgment, or other proceeding thereon be
affected by reason of any defect or imperfection in matter of form only,
which shall not tend to the prejudice of the defendant, or by reason of
the attendance before the grand jury during the taking of testimony
of one or more clerks or stenographers employed in a clerical eapacity
to assist the district attorney or other counsel for the Government
who ghall, in that connection, be deemed to be persons acting for and
on behalf of the United States in an official capacity and function.”

Mr. BRATTON subsequently said: Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the votes whereby the bill (8. 1916)
to amend section 1025 of the Revised Statutes of the United
States was read the third time and passed may be reconsidered,
and that the bill may go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?
hears none, and it is so ordered.

The Chair
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DIVISION OF IDENTIFICATION AND INFORMATION
The bill (H. R. 977) establishing under the jurisdiction of
the Department of Justice a division of the Bureau of Investi-
gation to be known as the division of identification and infor-
mation was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it emacted, ele.,, That there be, and there is hereby, established
unider the jurisdiction of the Department of Justice a division of the
Bureau of Investigation to be known as the division of identification
and information; that said division shall be vested with the duty of
acquiring, collecting, classifying, and preserving criminal identification
and other crime records and the exchanging of said eriminal identifica-
tion records with the duly authorized officials of governmental agencies,
of States, cities, ond penal institutions; and that the cost of mainte-
nance and operation of said division shall be paid from the appropria-
tion * Detection and prosécution of crimes™ for the respective fiscal
years concerned, as otherwise provided.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 4357) to limit the jurisdiction of district courts
of the United States was announced as next in order.

Mr. COPELAND. Let that bill go over,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 11781) authorizing the construetion, repair,
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors,
and for cther purposes, wis announced ag next in order.

Mr, VANDENBERG. Let that bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 10288) to regulate the transportation of per-
cons in interstate and foreign comimerce by motor carriers
operating on the public highways was announced as next in
order.

Mr. WATSON. Let that bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 3344) supplementing the national prohibition
act for the District of Columbia was announced as next in order.

Mr. TYDINGS. Let that bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

DAMAGES FOR LAND TAKEN IN BALTIMORE AND HARFORD COUNTIES,
MD.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 654) for the
relief of certain persons formerly having interests in Baltimore
and Harford Counties, Md.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I have two or three amend-
ments which will remove all objections to the passage of this
bill. I move to strike out all after the enacting clause of the
bill and to insert in lien thereof the amendment which I send
to the desk. A

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Maryland will be stated.

The Cuier CLerk. It is proposed to strike out all after the
enacting clause and in lieu thereof to insert:

That the Court of Claims of the United States is hereby authorized,
directed, and empowered to hear and investigate the claims of all per-
sons formerly residing or having interests in Harford and Baltimore
Counties, in the State of Maryland, and suffering any losses arising ont
of the taking of said lands, whether such losses have been direct or
indirect, immediate or consequential, including losses arising from de-
crease or destruction of the value of real estate not taken; destruction
or injury to an established business, professional practice, or other
means of livelihood by loss of custom or otherwise; loss of employment ;
injury or destruction of property rights, including water rights and
fishing rights; and losses of like character; and to report to the Con-
gress its findings of sueh amounts as will fully compensate such persons
for all losses for which full ecompensation has not heretofore been paid.
All claims for damages based on this act shall be made by petition fled
in the Court of Claims within one year from the passage of this act,
and the claims of all persons who have heretofore brought suits and the
game have been determined against them, shall Le reopened, and the
court shall then proceed to investigate such claims and report its
findings to Congress.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. TyniNags, the preamble was rejected.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 2035) for the relief of the Public Service Coor-
dinated Transport of Newark, N, J., was announced as next
in order.

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I do not find that bill in my file:
but I think the bill should go over, anyway.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over,
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EXPENSES OF THE DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 3558) to amend
section 8 of the act making appropriations to provide for the
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes, ap-
proved March 4, 1913, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia with an amendment, on page
2, line 17, before the word “evidence,” to insert the article
“the,” so as to make the bill read :

Be it enacted, ete., That paragraphs 64, 65, 66, 67, and 68 of section
8 of the act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the
government of the District of Columbia for ihe fiscal year ending June
30, 1914, and for other purposes, approved March 4, 1913 (37 U. 8.
Stats.), are amended to read as follows:

“Par. 64, That any public utility or any person or corporation
affected by an order or decision of the commission fixing any rate, toll,
charge, schedule, joint rate, regulation, requirement, act, service, or
other thing complained of (not including u valuation) may commence
an action or proceeding in the Supreme Court of the District of Colum-
bia to review any such order or decision. The answer of the commis-
sion in any such action or proceeding shall be filed within 30 days from
the date upon which such proceeding is commenced. In any such action
or proceeding the findings of the commission as to the facts upon which
such order or decision is based shall be conclusive, if such findings are
supported by the evidence and if such order or decision is not con-
fiscatory.

* Par, 65, That all such proceedings shall have precedence over any
civil eause of a different nature pending in such court, and the Supreme
Court of the District of Columbia shall always be deemed open for the
trial thereof and the same shall be tried and determined in the same
mauner as other actions and proceedings in equity In such courts, except
as herein provided. The judgment and decree of the court shall be
final, except that an appeal {herefrom may be taken to the Court of
Appeals of the District of Columbia and the judgment and decree on
such appeal shail be subject to review by the Supreme Court of the
United States upon certiorari as provided in section 240 of the Judicial
Code,

“ The commission may suspend the decision or order appealed from
for such period as it may deem fair and reasonable under the circum-
stances, but no appeal, unless the court or the commission shall so order,
shall operate to stay any order or decision of the commission. Neither
the commission nor any of its members, officers, agents, or employees
shall be taxed with any costs or be required to give any supersedeas,
bond, or security for costs or damages on any appeal, or be liable to
suit for any judgment or decree for damage, loss, or injury claimed to
have been sustained by any public utility or any person or corporation
affected by an order or decision of the commission, or required in any
case to make auy deposit for costs, or to pay for any service to the clerk
of any court, or to the marshal of the United States.

“ Par. 66. That the method of review of the orders and decisions of
the commission provided in paragraphs 64 and 65 shall be exclusive;
and, upon such review, such court shall have the power to affirm, or, if
the decision or order of the commission is not in aecordance with law,
to modify or to reverse such order or decision in the manner following:

“(1) If, upon the trial of such action or proceeding, evidence shall
be introduced which is found by the court to be different from that
offered upon the hearing before the commission, or additional thereto,
the court, before proeeeding to render judgment unless the parties to
such action or proceeding stipulate in writing to the contrary, shall
transmit a copy of such evidence to the eommisslon and shall stay
further proceedings in said action for 15 days from the date of such
transmission,

“(2) TUpon the receipt of such evidence the commission shall consider
the same and may modify or reverse its order or decision relating to
such rate, toll, charge, schedule, joint rate, regulation, requirement, act,
service, or other thing complained of (not including a valuation) in said
action or proceeding, and shall report its action thereon to said court
within 10 days from the receipt of such evidence,

“ Par. 87. If the commission shall reverse its order or decision com-
plained of, the action or proceeding shall be dismissed; if it shall
modify the same, such modified order or decision shall take the place
of the original order or decision complained of, and judgment shall be
rendered thereon as though made by the commission in the first in-
stanee, If the original order or decision shall not be reversed or
modified by the commission judgment shall be remdered upon such
original order.

“ Pan, 08, That every action or proceeding to medify or reverse an
order or decision of the eommission ghall be commenced within 60 days
after the entry of such erder or decigion.”

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

Mr. CAPPER subsequently said: Mr. President, during the
merning hour the Senate, having under consideration bills on the
calendar, passed the bill (8. 3558) which has to do with the
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court review of public-utility cases. The members of the com-
mittee with which the bill originated had in mind an amend-
ment which they desired to offer, and were not aware that the
bill was under consideration. I therefore ask unanimous con-
sent that the votes by which the bill was ordered to a third
reading and passed be reconsidered and that the bill be re-
gtored to its place on the calendar.

Mr. GLASS. Reserving the right to object, I shall not object
if it is distinetly understood that when the bill is reached on
the calendar again there will be no objection to its considera-
tion and disposition.

Mr. CAPPER. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAaixg] is
especially interested in the bill, and it is my understanding that
he only wants to offer an amendment and have it considered by
the Senate. Therefore I do not believe there will be any delay.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the votes will be
reconsidered and the bill will be restored to the calendar.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 3399) to amend section 2 (e) of the air commerce
act of 1926 was announced as next in order.

Mr. McKELLAR. Let that bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 4377) to provide for the settlement of claims
against the United States on account of property damage, per-
sonal injury, or death was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

GEORGE W. POBEY

The Senate proceeded to eonsider the bill (H. R. 1086) for the
relief of George W. Posey, which had been reported from the
Commiftee on Military Affairs with an amendment, on page 1,
line 8, after the words “ United States,” to insert “ as a private
of Company A, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infan-
try, on the 24th day of August, 1862, and as a private of Com-
pany B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry,”
s0 a8 to make the bill read:

Be it cnacted, elc., That in the administration of the pension laws
George W. Posey, late of Company A, Twentieth Regiment, and of
Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment, Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, shall
bereafter be held and considered to have been honorably discharged
from the military service of the United States as a private of Com-
pany A, Twentleth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, on the 24th
day of August, 1862, and ag a private of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regi-
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, on the 24th day of July, 1865:
Provided, That no back pay, bounty, pension, or allowance shall be held
to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

JACOB SCOTT

The bill (H. R. 1053) for the relief of Jacob Scott was con-
sidered, read, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enmacted, ete., That in the administration of the pension laws,
Jacob Scott, who was a private of Company B, Fourth Regiment
Missouri State Militla Cavalry, shall hereafter be held and considered
to have been honorably discharged from the military service of the
United States as a member of said company and regiment on the 8th
day of March, 1863, and as a member of Company M, Second Regiment
Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, on the 15th day of December, 1864 : Pro-
vided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held
to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 4128) to provide for the aiding of farmers in any
State by the making of loans to drainage districts, levee dis-
tricts, levee and drainage districts, counties, boards of super-
visors, and/or other political subdivisions and legal entities, and
for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, that is a very important bill,
and it had better go over, so that greater opportunity may be
afforded to study it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

EDITH BARBER

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1496) for the
relief of Edith Barber, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Claims with an amendment to strike out all after
the enacting clause and to insert:

That sectlons 17 and 20 of the act entitled “An act to provide com-
pensation for employees of the United States suffering injuries while in
the performance of their duties, and for other purposes,” approved
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September 7, 1916, as amended, are hercby walved in favor of Edith
Barber, who contracted tuberculogis while in the performance of her
duties as & nurse at the National Soldiers' Home, Johnson City, Tenn,,
and the National Soldiers' Home, Va.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

MARY ALTIERI

The Senate proceeded fo consider the bill (8. 1042) for the
relief of Mary Altieri, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Claims with amendments, on page 1, at the beginning
of line 3, to strike out *That there be paid” and to insert
“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay,” and in line 6, after the words “sum
of,” to strike out “ $2,000" and insert “ $1,000,” so as to make
the bill read: -

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000 to Mary Altieri as
compensation for personal injuries to said Mary Altieri, who was injured
February 11, 1917, by a United States automobile which was ecarrying
mail in the city of Chieago, Ill., at the time driven by an unidentified
person.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

CLARA E. NICHOLS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 859) to extend
the benefits of the United States employee’s compensation act
of September 7, 1916, to Clara E. Nichols, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Claims with an amendment to
strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert:

That sections 17 and 20 of the aet entitled “An act to provide com-
pensation for employees of the United Btates suffering injuries while
in the performance of their duties, and for other purposes,” approved
September 7, 1916, ag amended, are hereby waived in favor of Clara E.
Nichols, a former employee of the education and recreation division,
Adjutant General's office, War Department, Los Angeles, Calif.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief
of Clara E. Nichols.”
PATRICK J. MULKAREN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4070) for the
relief of Patrick J. Mulkaren, which had been reported from
the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page 1, after
the words “sum of,” to strike out “$19,690"” and to insert
* $6,000,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out ¢f any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Patrick J. Mulkaren, Wewoka, Okla.,
the sum of $6,000 in full satisfaction of his claim against the United
States for (1) the value of certain homestead lands to which a patent
wag issued to him on September 21, 1925, but title to which was subse-
quently determined to be in the State of Oklahoma, (2) the value of
land taken from him and the value of his improvements upon such
iands, and (3) reimbursement of all amounts paid by him to the United
States in connection with such lands prior to the issuance of such
patent,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed. :

ALEXANDER M. PROCTOR

The bill (8. 3853) for the relief of Alexander M. Proctor was
read, considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, Alex-
ander M. Proctor, who was a member of Company B, Twenty-third Regi-
ment United States Infantry, ghall hereafter be held and considered to
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the United
States as a member of that organization on the 1st day of May, 1878:
Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held
to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

T. J. HILLMAN
The bill (H. R. 5524) for the relief of T. J. Hillman was read,
considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:
Be it enacted, eie., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers, T. J.
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Hillman, who was a member of Company C, Third Regiment United
States Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been
honorably discharged from the military service of the United States as a
private of that organization on the 23d day of December, 1898: Pro-
vided, That no bounty back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to
have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

RIGHT OF WAY OVER FORT BANKS RESERVATION, MASS.

The bill (H. R. 6591) authorizing the Seeretary of War to
grant to the town of Winthrop, Mass., a perpetual right of way
over such land of the Fort Banks Military IReservation as is
necessary for the purpose of widening Revere Street to a width
of 50 feet was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it cnacted, efc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and
directed to grant to the town of Winthrop, Mass.,, a right of way over
such land of the Fort Banks Military Reservation as ls necessary for
the purpose of widening Revere Street to a width of 50 feet in said
town of Winthrop, Mass,, upon such locatiocn as the Secretary of War
may approve, and subject to such conditions, restrictions, and reserva-
tions as the Secretary of War may impose for the protection of the
reservation.

CONFEDERATE CEMETERY, FAYETTEVILLE, ARK.

The bill (8. 4247) to provide for the improvement of the
approach to the Confederate Cemetery, Fayetteville, Ark., was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Bte it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Treasury is authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not olherwlse
appropriated, to the Mildren -Lee Chapter, United Daughters of the Con-
federacy, the sum of $8,200, or so much thereof as may be necessary,
for the construction of a suitable hard-surfaced road from the end of the
paved portion of East Rock Street, Fayetteville, Ark., and running along
the unpaved portion of said street to the entrance of the Confederate
Cemetery in said city, such road to be constructed under the supervision
of the Seeretary of War. No payment shall be made under this act
until the city of Fayetteville has consented to the construction of such
road.

LILLIAN G. FROBT

The bill (8. 4345) for the relief of Lillian G. Frost was read,
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Lillian G. Frost, mother of
Franklin Blaine Frost, late vice consul and third secretary, Department
of State, the sum of $3,500, being one year's salary of her deceased
son, who died while in the Forelgn Service; and there is hereby author-
ized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, a sufficient sum to carry out the purpose of this act.

POWER DEVELOPMENT IN PASSAMAQUODDY AND COBSCOOK BAYS

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 243) aunthorizing an appro-
priation to defray one-half of the expenses of a joint investiga-
tion by the United States and Canada of the probable effects
of proposed developments to generate electric power from the
movement of the tides in Passamaquoddy and Cobscook Bays
was rend, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Resolved, ete.,, That the sum of $45,000 is hereby authorized to be
appropriated to defray ome-half of the expenses of an investigation to
be made jointly by the United States And Canada of the probable effects
of proposed international developments to generate electric power from
the movement of the tides in Passamaquoddy and Cob k Bays on
the fisheries of that region, including travel and subsistence or per diem
in lien of subsistence, compensation of employees, stenographic and
other services, rent of offices in the Distriet of Columbla or elsewhere
by contract, if deemed necessary, printing and binding, purchase of
necessary equipment, charter of vessels, and such other expenses as
may be authorized by the Secretary of State.

N. D'A. DRAKE

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 2887) for the
relief of N. ID’A. Drake, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs with an amendment to strike out all
after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to pay
to Nels D’Arey Drake, midshipman, United States Navy, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,000,
in full satisfaction of all claims against the United States on account
of injuries received in the line of duty, Angust 7, 1928, while serving
on board the U. 8. 8. Florida.'

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.
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ROSCOE M'KINLEY MEADOWS

The bill (8. 4338) for the relief of Roscoe McKinley Meadows
was read, considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That in the administration of the emergency
officers’ retirement act of May 24, 1928, Roscoe McKinley Meadows shall
be held and considered to have served as an officer of the Navy of the
United States during the World War other than as an officer of the
regular Navy.

APPROACH ROAD TO ARLINGTON AMEMORIAL BRIDGE

The bill (8. 4576) to provide for an investigation as to the
location and probable cost of a southern approach road to the
Arlington Memorial Bridge, and for other purposes, was read,
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby au-
thorized and directed to Investigate, survey, and prepare plans and
egtimates for ihe location and construction of a suitable approach road
to the Arlington Memorial Bridge from the end of said bridge on the
south side of the Potomac River in the State of Virginia to the north-
west corner of the Fort Myer Military Reservation. Such approach
road shall be in keeping "with the memorial bridge projeet, and the
plans therefor may include the separation of grades and shall include
landscaping and adjacent parking. The investigation and survey shall
determine what lands in private ownership, in addition to suitable and
available lands now belonging to the United States, will be needed to

provide the right of way for such approach road, including landscaping

and parking; and the Seeretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to
obtain, where possible, options from the owners of such lands agreeing
to donate the same to the Government, or stipulating a price at which
such lands will be sold to the United States if finally acquired for the
purpose of said approach road. The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby
authorized to utilize the services of any available personnel in the
Department of Agriculture for the purpose of carrying out the provi-
sions of this act, and may pay all costs necessarily incurred out of the
administrative fund provided under section 21 (first paragraph) of the
Federal highway act. Upon completion of the investigation, survey,
plans, and estimates of cost hereunder, the Secretary of Agriculture,
after consultation with the Commission of Fine Arts and the National
Capital Park and Planning Commission, shall report the same to the
Congress with his recommendations.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 3822) to provide for the withdrawal of the sov-
ereignty of the United States over the Philippine Islands and
for the recognition of their independence, ete, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. FESS. I ask that that bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

WILLIAM GERAVIS HILL

The bill (H. R. 3610) for the relief of Willianm Geravis Hill
was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and bencfits upon honorably discharged soldiers Wil-
liam Geravis Hill, formerly of the United States Navy, shall hereafter
be held and considered to have been discharged under honorable condi-
tions from the naval service of the United States as a member of the
United States Navy on the 26th day of March, 1919: Provided, That
no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act.

WILLIAM H. BEHLING

The bill (H. R. 5611) for the relief of William H. Behling
was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it emacted, cte.,, That the Becretary of the Navy Is hereby au-
thorized and directed to cause to be paid, from appropriations for
beneficiaries of officers who died while on the active list of the Navy,
to William H. Behling, father of William Charles Behiling, late chief
carpenter’s mate, United States Navy, an amount equal to six months'
pay at the rate said William Charles Behling was receiving at the date
of his death: Provided, That William H. Debling's dependency upon
his son, Willinm Charles Behling, shall be established to the satisfac-
tion of the Secretary of the Navy.

GEORGE JOSEPH BOYDELL

The bill (H. R. 2626) for the relief of George Joseph Boydell
was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged sailors
George Joseph Boydell, who served as an enlisted man in the United
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States Navy, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been dis-
charged honorably from the naval service of the United States as an
cnlisted man in the United States Navy: Provided, That no bounty,
Lack pay, pension, or allowances shall be held to have accrued prior
to the date of passage of this act.

BUREAU OF NARCOTIOS, TREASURY DEPARTMENT
The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11143) to
create in the Treasury Department a burean of narcoties, and
for other purposes, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Finance with amendments.
The first amendment was, on page 6, after line 19, to strike
out section 6, as follows:

Sge. 6. Sokdivision (a) of sectionm 1 of the narcotie drugs import
and cxport act, as amended (U. 8. C., title 21, sec, 171), is amended
to read as follows:

“(a) The term ‘narcotic drug’ means opium or coca leaves, or any
compound, manufacture, salt, derivative, or preparation thereof, except
that such term shall not inelude (1) coeca leaves which do not con-
tain cocaine, ecgonine, or any salt, derivative, or preparation from which
cocaine or ecgonine may be synthesized or made; or (2) any salt,
derivative, or preparation of coca leaves which does not contain co-
eaine, ecgonine, or any ingredient or ingredients from which cocaine
or ecgonine may be synthesized or made."

And insert a new section 6, as follows:

Sec. 6. In addition to the amount of coca Ieaves which may be im-
ported under section 2 (b) of the narcotic drugs import and export
act, the Commissioner of Narcotics is authorized to permit, in accord-
ance with regulations issued by him, the importation of additional
amounts of coca leaves: Provided, That after the entry thereof into
the United States all cocaine, ecgonine, and all salts, derivatives, and
preparations from which cocaine or ecgonine may be synthesized or
made, contained in such additional amounts of coca leaves, shall be
destroyed under the supervision of an authorized representative of the
Commigsioner of Narcoties, All coca leaves imported under this sec-
tion shall be subject to the duties which are now or may hereafter be
imposed upon such coca Ieaves when imported.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 8, to insert a
new section, as follows:

SEC. 8. That the Becretary of the Treasury shall cooperate with the
several States in the suppression of the abuse of narcotic drugs im their
respective jurisdictions, and to that end he is authorized (1) to
cooperate in the drafting of such legislation as may be needed, if any,
to effect the end named, and (2) to arrange for the exchange of in-
formation concerning the use and abuse of narcotic drugs in sald States
and for cooperation in the institution and prosecution of cases in the
courts of the United States and for the licensing boards and courts of
the several States. The Becretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized
to make such regulations as may be necesgary to carry this section into
ellect,

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

DUCK RIVEE BRIDGE NEAE CENTERVILLE, TENN.,

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8, 4175) to grant
the consent of Congress to the Highway Department of the
State of Tennessee to maintain a bridge across Duck River, on
the Nashville-Centerville Road, near Centerville, in Hickman
County, Tenn,, and approximately 1,000 feet upstream from the
existing steel bridge on the Centerville-Dickson Road, which
had been reported from the Committee on Commerce with
amendments, on page 1, line 3, after the word “ the,” to strike
out “consent of Congress is hereby granted to the,” and insert
“bridge now being constructed by the”; in line 5, after the
name “ Tennessee,” to strike out “and its successors and as-
signs to maintain and operate a bridge and approaches thereto
originally constructed by the Highway Department of the State
of Tennessee”; and on page 2, line 4, after the word * Road,”
to strike out ** without prior approval of plans and location by
the Chief of Engineers and by the Secretary of War in accord-
ance with the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to regulate
the construction of bridges over navigable waters, approved
March 23, 1906,” and insert “be, and the same is hereby, legal-
ized to the same extent and with like effect as to all existing or
future laws and regulations of the United States as if the ap-
proval of plans of said bridge by the Chief of Engineers and
the Secretary of War required by the existing laws of the
United States had been regularly obtained prior to commence-
mex:lt of construction of said bridge,” so as to make the hill
read

Be it enacled, etc., That the bridge now being construeted by the
Highway Department of the Btate of Tennessee across Duck River on
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the Nashville-Centerville Road, near Centerville in Hickman County,
Tenn,, and approximately 1,000 feet upstream from the existing steel
bridge on the Centerville-Dickson Road, be, and the same is herely,
legalized to the same extent and with like effect as to all existing or
future laws and regulations of the United States as if the approval of
plans of said bridge by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of
War reqoired by the existing laws of the United States had been regu-
larly obtalved prior to commencement of construction of said bridge.

8ec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act®ls hereby
expressly reserved.

The amendments were agreed to,

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to legalize a
bridge across Duck River, on the Nashville-Centerville Road,
near Centerville in Hickman County, Tenn., and approximately
1,000 feet upstream from the existing steel bridge on the Center-
ville-Dickson Road.”

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 7990) to change the name of Towa Circle in
the city of Washington to Logan Circle was announced as next
in order. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the
Senator from Iowa [Mr. StEck] desires to be present when
that bill is reached. The bill will therefore be passed over.

CLOBING OF ALLEYS IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4478) to author-
ize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to close cer-
tain alleys and to set aside land owned by the District of Colum-
bia for alley purposes, which was reported from the Committee
on the Distriect of Columbia with an amendment, on page 3,
after line 2, to insert a new section, as follows:

Sgc. 3, The Commissioners of the Distriet of Columbia shall cause
public notice to be given, by advertisement in a newspaper of general
cireulation in the District of Columbia, of any order to be made by
the gaid commissioners under the authority granted them by the provisions
of this act: Provided, That such public notice ghall be given not less
than 30 days prior to the effective date of such order: And provided
further, That If any interested property owner affected adversely by
such order shall request a public hearing by the gaid commissioners,
within 30 days prior to the effective date of the order, the said com-
missioners shall grant such hearing.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum-
bia be, and they are hereby, authorized to close the alley in square
2740, abutting lots 9 to 14, both inclusive, and extending east from the
16-foot alley in sald square; to close the alleys in square 3268 ex-
tending south from Sheridan Btreet to the 20-foot alley running east
and west through said square, and to close all that portion of the alley
10 feet wide in square 4541 abutting lots 803 and 804, and extending
northerly from Rosedale Street to the 10-foot alley running east and
west in said square, the District of Columbia being the owner of all the
property abutting on sald alleys herein authorized to be closed In said
squares 2740, 8268, and 4541; and the sald commissioners are further
authorized to close any alleys or parts of alleys in the District of Co-
lumbia when, in their judgment, such alleys, or parts of alleys, are
rendered useless and unnecessary by reason of the acquisition of abutting
land for municipal purposes: Provided, That the District of Columbia,
prior to the closing of any such alley or part of alley, has acquired title
to all the land abutting on the alley or part of alley proposed to be
closed : Provided further, That the title to the land comprised in the
alleys or parts of alleys so closed shall revert to the District of Colum-
bia: And provided further, That no property owner within the block
where such alleys or parts of alleys are closed shall be deprived of the
right of access to his property by alleys or parts of alleys, unless
adequate access to such property be substituted therefor.

8gc. 2. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby
further authorized to set aside for alley purposes any land owned by the
District of Columbia whenever it becomes necessary to provide addi-
tional area for alleys by reason of the closing of any alley or part of
any alley : Provided, That in each case the area set aside for alley pur-
poses shall not exceed the area of the alley or part of alley closed.

8pc, 3. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall cause
public notice to be given, by advertisement in a newspaper of generzl
circulation in the District of Columbia, of any order to be made by the
said commissioners under the authority granted them by the provisions.
of this act: Provided, That such public notice shall be given not less
than 30 days prior to the effective date of such order: And provided'
further, That If any interested property owner affected adversely by
such order shall request a public hearing by the said eommissioners,
within 30 days prior to the effective date of the order, the gaid com-
missioners shall grant such hearing.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

LIEUT, COMMANDER RALPH F. WOOD, UNITED STATES NAVY

The bill (8. 4293) authorizing Ralph ¥. Wood, lieutenant eom-
mander, United States Navy, to accept the decoration of an
Italian brevet of military pilot honoris causa tendered him by
the Italian Government, was read, considered, ordered to be
engrossegd for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That Ralph F. Wood, lieutenant commander,
United States Navy, is authorized to accept the decoration of an Italian
brevet of military pilot honoris Causa tendered to him by the Italian
Government, and the Department of State is authorized to deliver such
decoration to Ralph F. Wood.

FRANK J, HALE

The bill (H. R, 2051) granting six months’ pay to Frank J.
Hale, was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the appropriation “ Pay
of the Navy, 1930," to Frank J. Hale, dependent father of the late
Francis Everett Hale, seaman (second class), United States Navy,
who was killed in a launch of the U. 8. 8. Weat Virginia when it was
rammed by a merchant vessel at San Pedro, Calif.,, July 3, 1928, an
amount equal to six months' pay at the rate said Francis Everett Hale
was entitled to receive at the date of his death: Provided, That the
snld Frank J. Hale establish to the satisfaction of the Seeretary of the
Navy the fact that he was dependent upon his son, the late Francis
Everett Hale.

LIEUT. COMMANDER JAMES C. MONFORT, UNITED BTATES NAVY

The bill (H. R. 3175) to authorize Lieut. Commander James
C. Monfort, of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration
conferred upon him by the Government of Italy, was read, con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed.

SILYER SEEVICE OF CEUISER “ OLYMPIA "

The bill (H. R, 4206) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy,
in his discretion, to loan to the city of Olympia, State of Wash-
ington, the silver-service set formerly in use on the U. 8.
cruiser Olympia was announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES, Mr. President, I had a telegram a day or two
ago from individuals purporting to represent an organization
in my State which would like to have the cruiser Olympia.
So I ask, at any rate for the present, that the bill may be
passed over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

MEMENTOES FROM CRUISER “ ST, Lovis”

The bill (H. R. 9109) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy,
in his discretion, to dellver to the custody of the Jefferson
Memorial Association of St. Louis, Mo., the ship's bell, builder's
label plate, a record of war services, letters forming ship's
name, and silver service of the cruiser St. Louwis that is now
or may be in his custody, was read, considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and passed.

JACKSON D, WISSMAN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 515) to
extend the benefits of the employees' compensation act of
September 7, 1916, to Jackson D. Wissman, a former employee
of the Government Dairy Farm, Beltsville, Md.,, which had
been reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend-
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert:

That sections 17 and 20 of the act entitled “An act to provide com-
pensation for employees of the United States suffering injuries while
in the performance of their duties, and for other purposes,” approved
September T, 1916, as amended, are hereby waived in favor of Jackson
D. Wissman, a former employee of the Government Dairy Farm, Belts-
ville, Md.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be
read a third time,

The bill was read the third time and passed.

The title was amended so as to read “A bill for the relief of
Jackson D. Wissman.”

ISSUANCE OF DUPLICATE CIECKS TO STATE OF UTAH

The bill (H. R. 1601) to authorize the Department of Agri-
culture to issue two duplieate checks in favor of Utah State
treasurer where the originals have been lost was read, consid-
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That notwithstanding the provisions of section
3640, as amended, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, the
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disbursing clerk of the Department of Agriculture Is anthorized and
directed to issue, without the requirement of an indemnity bond, a
duplicate of original check No. 42772, drawn March 17, 1928, in favor
of Utah State treasurer for $1,066.27 and original check No. 42754,
drawn March 17, 1928, in favor of Utah State treasurer for $21,8458.96
and lost, stolen, or miscarried in the mails.

GERTRUDE LUSTIG

The bill (H. R. 1840) for the relief of Gertrude Lustiz was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Gertrude Lustig the sum of $1,286.58,
being the amount she would have received as pay and allowznces as
chief nurse, Army Nurse Corps, from September 28, 1918, the date of
ber unjustifiable dismissal from that position, to May 22, 1919, the date
of her restoration to the service.

FRENCH STEAMBHIPS “P, L. M. 4™ AND “P, L. M, 7"

The bill (H. R. 2011) to authorize the Secretary of War to
settle the claims of the owners of the French steamships
P. L .M. § and P, L. M. 7 for damages sustained as a result of
collisions between such vessels and the U, 8. S. Henderson and
Lake Charlotie, and to settle the claim of the United States
against the owners of the French steamship P. L. M. 7 for
damages sustained by the U. 8. 8. Pennsylvanian in a collision
with the P. L. M. 7 was read, considered, ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

MARSHALL STATE BANK

The bill (H. R. 3118) for the relief of the Marshall State
Bank was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacled, efe., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to redeem in favor of the Marshall
State Bank, Marshall, Tll, United States coupon note No. J-1067846
in the denomination of $500 of the Victory Liberty loan 4% per cent
convertible gold notes of 1922-23, matured May 20, 1923, with interest
at the rate of 4% per cent per annum from December 15, 1919, to May
20, 1923, inclusive, without presentation of said note or the coupons
representing interest thereon from December 15, 1019, to May 20, 1923,
the note with the said coupons attached having been lost, stolen, or
destroyed : Provided, That the said note shall not have been pre-
viously presented and paid and that no payment shall be made here-
under for any coupons which shall have been previously presented and
paid: And provided further, That the sald Marshall State Bank shall
first file in the Treasury Department of the United States a bond in
the penal sum of double the amount of the principal of the said note
and the interest payable thereon when the note matured, in such form
and with such surety or sureties as may be acceptable to the Secretary
of the Treasury, to indemnify and save harmless the United States
from any loss on account of the lost, stolen, or destroyed note here-
inbefore described, or the coupons belonging thereto,

BESSIE BLAKER

The bill (H. R. 3200) for the relief of Bessie Blaker was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the funds
of the Alaska Railroad, the sum of $300 to Bessie Blaker, for loss of
four log buildings, with furnishings, located on her homestead about
1 mile south of Fox, Alaska, by fire from sparks of locomotives of the
Alaska Rajlroad, in May, 1927,

EILLEN B. MONAHAN

The bill (H. R. 3257) for the relief of Ellen B. Mouahan was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Ellen B. Monahan, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full settle-
ment against the Government, the sum of $1,000 for physical injuries
received by her as the result of being overcome by illuminating gas
escaping from a pipe (said to have been broken through the negligence
of an employee of the Treasury Department) on the 14th day of June,
1911, while she was in the employ of the Government of the United
States and in the discharge of her duties as a clerk in the national
bank redemption agency office of the Treasury of the United States.

FOREIGN MISSIONARY BOCIETY OF FPROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH

The bill (H. R. 6071) for the relief of the Domestic and For-
eign Missionary Society of the Protestant Episcopal Church of
the United States was read, considered, ordered to a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as follows:
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Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
herehy, anthorized and directed to pay, out of the funds of the Alaska
Railroad, the sum of $2,000 to the Domestic and Forelgn Missionary
Society of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the United States, in
full payment for condemnation of four cabins, the property of the
Domestic and Foreign Missionary Society of the Protestant Episcopal
Church of the United States, and which were destroyed during con-
struction of the Alaska Railroad.

MAJ. CHARLES J. FERRIS, UNITED STATES ARMY, RETIRED

The bill (H. R. 8589) for the relief of Charles J. Ferris,
major, United States Army, retired, was read, considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacled, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Charles J. Ferris, major, United
States Army, retired, the sum of $124.12, being the sum expended by
him from his personal funds while complying with official orders of the
War Department on travel in connection with his duty with the Na-
tional Guard of Virginia during 1917.

NAVAL AIR BTATION, SEATTLE, WASH.

The Senate proceeded to comsider the bill (8. 3341) provid-
ing for the employment of additional lands for the naval air
station at Seattle, Wash., which had been reported from the
Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, on page 2,
line 2, after the word “acquire,” to strike out * this tract of
land ” and insert “ these tracts of land at a cost not to exceed
$50,000,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to acquire by purchase or condemnation
two adjolning tracts of land located at the southeasterly cormer of the
naval air station reservation at Seattle, Wash.; one tract containing
20.65 acres, and the other tract containing approximately 10 acres,
each tract with a frontage of approximately 900 feet on Lake Wash-
fngton ; and there is hereby authorized to be appropriated such sum as
may be necessary to acquire these tracts of land at a cost not to exceed
$50,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

REIMBURSEMENT TO FLORIDA FOR DAMAGE TO ROADS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4193) for the
relief of the State of Florida for damage to and destruction
of roads and bridges by floods in 1928 and 1929, which had been
reported from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads
with amendments.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I should like to have an explana-
tion of that bill

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I will state that this bill is
in line with several other bills which have been passed by Con-
gress for the relief of various States for damage to Federal
highways because of floods. The amount earried by the bill is
relatively small as compared with the amount carried by other
similar bills which have been adopted.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I think Florida is prob-
ably the only State that has not had such an adjustment as
this bill provides. The State is by all justice entitled to the
amount covered by this measure. In fact, it should be for

_ more. I trust the bill will pass.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments will be stated.

The amendments of the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads were, on page 1, line 5, after the words “sum of,” to
strike out “$632,532.41" and insert “$134,466.69"”; on page
2, line 13, after the word “ State,” to strike out “and counties
thereof have” and insert “as”; and in line 17, after the word
“ State,” to strike out * or county,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, cte., That there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $134,466.69 for the relief of the State of Florida, as a
reimbursement or contribution in aid from the United States, induced
by the extraordinary conditions of pecessity and emergency resulting
from the unusually serious financial loss to the State of Florida
through the damage to or destruction of roads and bridges by floods
in 1928 and 1920, imposing a public charge against the property of
the State beyond its reasonable capacity to bear. Such portion of the
sum hereby authorized to be appropriated as will be available for
future construction shall be expended by the State highway depart-
ment, with the approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, for the restora-
tion, including relocation, of roads and bridges of the Federal-aid high-
way system so damaged or destroyed, in such manner as to give the
lagest measure of permanent relief, under rules and regulations to
be prescribed by the Secretary of Agricnlture. Any portion of the
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sum hereby authorized to be appropriated shall become available when
the State of Florida shows to the gatisfaction of the Secretary of Agri-
culture that said State has, either before or after the approval of
this aect, actually expended, or made available for expenditure, for the
restoration, including relocation, of roads and bridges so damaged or
destroyed, a like sum from State funds. Nothing in this act shall be
construed as an acknowledgment of any liability on the part of the
United States in connection with the restoration of such roads and
bridges : Provided, That out of any appropriations made for carrying
out the provisions of this act, not to exceed 214 per cent may be used
by the Secretary of Agriculture to employ such assistants, clerks, and
other persons in the city of Washington and elsewhere, to purchase
supplies, material, equipment, and office fiztures and to Incur such
travel and other expense as he may deem necessary for carrying out
the purpose of this act: Provided further, That mo portion of this
appropriation shall be used except on highways and bridges now in the
Federal-ald highway system in Florida, or the necessary relocation of
such roads and bridges.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third tinre, and passed.

HENRY P. BIEHL

The bill (H. R. 1160) for the relief of Henry P. Biehl was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers
and sailors Henry P. Biehl, late of the U. 8. 8. Frederick, United
States Navy, World War, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been honorably discharged from the naval gervice of the United
States: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance
shall be held to have acerued prior to the passage of this act.

APPCINTMENT OF NAVAL PAY CLERKS

The bill (H. R. 1194) to amend the naval appropriations
act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, relative to the ap-
pointment of pay clerks and acting pay clerks was read, con-
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, eto., That so much of the act approved March 3, 1015,
entitled “An act making appropriations for the naval service for the
fiseal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes™ (38 Stat.
L. 942; U. 8. C,, title 34, sec. 131), as provides: “ The title of pay-
master's clerk in the United States Navy is hereby changed to pay
clerk, and hereafier all pay clerks shall be warranted from aecting
pay clerks, who shall be appointed from enlisted men of the Navy
holding acting or permanent appointments as chief petty cofficers, who
have served at least three years as enlisted men, at least two years
of which service must have been on board a cruising wvessel of the
Navy" Is hereby amended to read as follows: *The title of pay-
master’s clerk in the United States Nayvy is hereby changed to pay
clerk, and hereafter all pay clerks shall be warranted from acting pay
clerks, who shall be appointed from enlisted men In the Navy holding
acting or permanent appointments as chief petty officérs, or appoint-
ments as petty officers, firet class, who have served at least three years
as enlisted men, at least two years of which service must have been
on board a cruising vessel of the Navy.”

JAMES P. SLOAN

The bill (H. R. 2587) for the relief of James P. Sloan was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Navy be autliorized
and directed to pay to James P. Sloan gratuity in the amount of $324,
on account of the death of his son, Andrew Jarvis Sloan, killed in
line of duty oo board the U, B. 8. Mississippi on June 12, 1924 : Pro-
vided, That the said James P. 8loan establish to the satisfaction of
the Secretary of the Navy that he was actually dependent upon his son,
Andrew Jarvis Sloan, at the time of the latter's death.

AWARD OF HONORS TO MEMBERB ALASKAN AERIAL BSURVEY
EXPEDITION

The bill (H. R. 3801) waiving the limiting period of two
vears in Executive Order No. 4576, to enable the Board of
Awards of the Navy Department to consider recommendation
of the award of the distingunished-flying cross to members of
the Alaskan aerial survey expedition, was read, considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows :

Be it emacted, etc,, That that provision of Executive Order No. 4576
of January 28, 1927, prescribing conditions for the award of the dis-
tinguished-fying cross authorized by the act of July 2, 1928, which
establishes a limiting period of two years from the date of the act or
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achievement meriting the award for the initiation of a recommendation
for such award, may be waived in the consideration of the existing
recommendation of the following personnel of the Alaskan aerfal survey
expedition of the Navy: Lieut. Wallace M. Dillon; Lieut. Richard F.
Whitehead ; Lieut. Eugene F. Burkett; Radio Eleetrician Claude G.
Alexander; Chief Aviation Pilot Thomas G. Reid; Patrleck A. Mc-
Donough, chief photographer; and Willlam J. Murtha, photographer,
first class.
GRANT R. KELSEY

The bill (H. R. 5213) for the relief of Grant R. Kelsey, alias
YVincent J. Moran, was read, considered, ordered to a third
~reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers,
sailors, and marines, Grant R. Kelsey, alias Vincent J. Moran, who was
a member of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment United States
Volunteer Infantry, from September 8, 1899, to January 30, 1901; and
of Company E, Nineteenth Regiment United Btates Infantry, from
January 2, 1903, to January 5, 1905; and of Company D, Fourteenth
Regiment United Btates Infantry, from January 6, 1905, to January 2,
1906, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably
discharged from the naval service of the United States as a landsman,
U. 8. 8. Wilmington, on the 21st day of February, 1901: Provided,
That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act.

UNITED SBTATES NAVAL OBSERVATORY, WASHINGTON, D, C.

The bill (H. RR. 8370) to provide for the modernization of the
United States Naval Observatory at Washington, D. C.,, and for
other purposes, was read, considered, ordered to a third read-
ing, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
such sums as may be necessary to be expended by the Secretary of the
Navy for the following purposes, at a cost not to exceed the amount
stated after each item enumerated: United States Naval Observatory,
Washington, D. C., purchase and installation of equipment, utilities,
and appurtenances for astrographic and research work and moderniza-
tion of the astronomical plant, $160,000; construction of astrographic
laboratory, $65,000; total, $225.000: Provided, That the location, plans,
and specifications for such buildings ehall be approved by the Fine Arts
Commission and by the Secretary of the Navy.

JOHN C. WARREN, ALIAS JOHN BTEVENS

The bill (H. R. 9975) for the relief of John C. Warren, alias
John Stevens, was read, considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

HOSPITALIZATION OF MEMBERS OF FLEET NAVAL RESERVE, ETC.

The bill (H. R. 10662) providing for hospitalization and medi-
cal treatment of transferred members of the Fleet Naval Reserve
and the Fleet Marine Corps Reserve in Government hospitals
without expense to the reservist was read, considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

RELIEF OF STATE OF FLORIDA

The bill (8. 1458) for the relief of the State of Florida was
read, considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the State of Florida be, and it is hereby,
relieved from all responsibility and accountability for certain guarter-
master property, to the approximate amount of $1,117.64, the property
of the War Department which was lost, damaged, or destroyed in relief
work Incident to the hurricane of September, 1028, while in the posses-
sion of the Florida National Guard. And the Becretary of War is
hereby authorized and directed to terminate all further accountability
for gaid property.

DONATION OF TROPHY GUNS

The bill (H. R. 6348) donating trophy guns to Varina Davis
Chapter, No. 1980, United Daughters of the Confederacy, Mac-
clenny, Fla., was read, considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and pussed.

JOINT RESOLUTION DECLARING JULY 5, 1930, A LEGAL HOLIDAY IN
THE DISTRICT

The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution (8. J.
Res. 184) to declare July 5, 1930, a legal holiday for all banks
and trust compaunies, the officials and employees thereof, in the
District of Columbia, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia with amendments, on page 1,
line 4, after the word * holiday,” to strike out “ for all banks
and trust companies, and the officials and employees thereof,”
and in line G, after the word * Columbia,” to insert * for all pur-
poses : Provided, That all employees of the United States Gov-
ernment in the District of Columbia and all employees of the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

JUNE 5

Distriet of Columbia shall be entitled to pay for this holiday the
same as on other days,” so as to make the joint resolution read:

Resolved, ete., That Saturday, July 5, 1930, be, and the same is hereby,
declared a legal holiday in the District of Columbia for all purposes:
Provided, That all employees of the United States Government in the
District of Columbia and all employees of the District of Columbia shall
be entitled to pay for this holiday the same as on other days.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I do not understand the purpose
of this joint resolution. Unless some Senator is prepared to
explain it, T shall object to its consideration.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, the joint resolution simply
makes July 5 of this year a legal holiday. The Fourth of July
is on Friday. This measure makes the 5th, which is Saturday,
a legal holiday, and applies only to this year.

There is a precedent for this action. It has been done before,
The joint resolution merely gives the employees Friday, Satur-
day, and Sunday without making a break after the holiday on
Friday, going back to work on Saturday, and then having Sun-
day. This gives the employees three solid days, when they can
go off on week-end trips if they desire to do so.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, FESS. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. This not only applies to Government em-
ployees but it enables banks and trust companies also to close
on Saturday, which they can not do unless this joint resolution
is passed. et

Mr. BLEASE. The main purpose of the joint resolution is in
behalf of bank eclerks and bank officials, because they can not
take a holiday on SBaturday unless this measure is passed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendments of the committee,

The amendments were agreed to.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “Joint resolution to
declare July 5, 1930, a legal holiday in the District of Columbia.”

RICHARD KIRCHHOFF

The bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of Richard Kirchhoff was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

EUGENE A. DUBRULE

The bill (H. R. 1155) for the relief of Eugene A. Dubrule was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time,
and passed,

AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL FARM LOAN ACT

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4287) to amend
section 202 of Title 1I of the Federal farm loan act by providing
for loans by Federal intermediate credit banks to financing in-
stitutions on bills payable and by eliminating the requirement
that loans, advances, or discounts shall have a minimum ma-
turity of six months, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency with amendments, on page 1,
line 6, after the word “of,” to strike out “ the first subsection”
and insert “paragraph (1),” and in the same line, after the
word “adding,” to insert “ thereafter,” so as to make the bill
read :

Be it enacted, ete., That section 202 (a) of Title II of the Federal
farm loan act, as amended (U. 8. C,, title 12, ch, 8, sec. 1031), be
amended by substituting a semicolon for the period at the end of para-
graph (1) thereof and adding thereafter the following new matter:
“and to make loans or advances direct to any such organizations,
gecured by such obligations.”

REC. 2. That seetion 202 (e) of Title II of the Federal farm loan
act, as amended (U. 8 ., title 12, ch. 8, sec. 1033), be amended by
strjking out the words ““less than six months nory so that saild see-
tion will read as follows:

* Loans, advances, or dlscounts made under this section shall have a
maturity at the time they are made or discounted by the Federal inter-
mediate credit bank of not more than three years. Any Federal inter-
mediate credit bank may in its discretion sell loans or discounts made
under this section, with or without its indorsement.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
AMENDMENT OF HOMESTEAD AND DESERT-LAND ENTRY TAXATION ACT

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4318) to amend
the act entitled “An act to permit taxation of lands of home-
stead and desert-land entrymen under the reclamation ‘act,”
approved April 21, 1928 which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys with amendments.

The first amendment was, on page 3, line 1, after the word
* assignee,” to strike out “under the provisions of the act of
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June 23, 1910, as amended " and to insert “of such entrymen
on ceded Indian lands or of an assignee under the provisions of
the act of June 23, 1910, as amended, or of any such entries in
a Federal reclamation pruject constructed under said act of June
17, 1902, as supplemented or amended,” so as to read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act to permit taxation
of lands of homestead and desert-land entrymen under the reclamation
act,” approved April 21, 1928, is amended to read as follows: * That
the lands of any homestead entryman under the act of June 17, 1902,
known as the reclamation act, or any act amendatory thereof or sup-
plementary thereto, and the lands of any entryman on ceded Indian
lands within any Indian irrigation project, may, after satisfactory
proof of residence, Improv t, and cultivation, and acceptance of
such proof by the General Land Office, be taxed by the State or political
subdivision thereof In which such lands are located in the same manner
and to the same extent as lands of a like character held under private
ownership may be taxed.

“8gc. 2. The lands of any desert-land entryman located within an
irrigation project constructed under the reclamation act and obtaining
a water supply from such project, and for whose land water has been
actoally available for a period of four years, may likewise be taxed by
the State or political subdivision thereof in which such lands are
located.

Sec. 3. All such taxes legally assessed shall be a lien upon the lands
and may be enforced upon said lands by the sale thereof in the same
manner and under the same proceeding whereby said taxes are enforced
against lands held under private ownership; but the title or interest
which the State or political subdivision thereof may convey by tax sale,
tax deed, or as & result of any tax proceeding shall be subject fo a
prior lien reserved to the United States for all due and unpaid install-
ments on the appraised purchase price of such lands and for all the
unpaid charges authorized by law whether acerued or otherwise. The
holder of such tax deed or tax title resulting from such tax shall be
entitled to all the rights and privileges in the land of an assignee of
such entryman on ceded Indian lands or of an assignee under the pro-
visions of the act of June 23, 1810, as amended, or of any such entries
in a Federal reclamation project consiructed under said act of June 1T,
1902, as supplemented or amended.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator
from Montana what change this will make in the law?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the situation is this:

Two years ago we passed an act making taxable under the
State laws homestead and desert-land entries under the reclama-
tion projects where all requirements of the law had been com-
plied with except the eventual payment of the construction
charges, so that they shounld be taxable for school and road
purposes, and so forth. The law at present is applicable only
to irrigation projects carried out under the act of 1902, and is
not applicable to irrigation projects upon Indian reservations.
This is to make the law passed two years ago applicable to
projects on Indian reservations.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 8 after the words
“ Sec. 4, to strike out—

If the lands of any such entryman sghall at any time revert to the
United States, for any reason whatever, all such liens against such lands
in favor of the State or political subdivision thereof wherein the lands
are located, shall be, and shall be held to have been, thereupon extin-
guished ; and the imposition of any such lien by such State or political
subdivision shall be deemed to be an agreement on its part, in the event
of such reversion, to execute and record a formal release of such lien.

And to insert:

If the lands of any such entryman shall at any time revert to the
United States for any reason whatever, all such liens or tax titles
resulting from assessments levied after the date of this amendatory act
upon such lands in favor of the State or political subdivision thereof
wherein the lands are located, shall be and shall be held to have been,
therenpon extinguished; and the levying of any such assessment by
such State or political subdivision shall be deemed to be an agreement
on its part, in the event of such reversion, to execute and record a
formal release of such lien or tax title.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the title should be
amended so as to read: “A bill to amend the act entitled ‘An

act to permit taxation of lands of homestead and desert-land
entrymen under the reclamation act,’ approved April 21, 1928,
so as to include ceded lands under Indian irrigation projects.”
I offer that amendment.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, tb,e amendment
to the title will be agreed to.
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THE PHILIPPINES

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent
that an article from the Review of Reviews in regard to the
Philippines may be printed in the REcorp,

There being no objection, the matter referred to was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the Review of Reviews for August, 1927, p. 154]
*“ HoLp THE PHILIPPINES ! "—8igx8 OF REVOLUTION IN THE DEMOCRATIC:

BANKS—A BYMPOSIUM OF CURRENT OpPINION COLLECTED BY VICENTE

VILLAMIN

When the United States took over the Philippines at the close-of |
the war with Spain 28 years ago, there were many who protested that
the islands should be free. William Jennings Bryan, then at the height
of his power, led a mighty campaign of anti-imperialism under the
Democratic banner. Since that time the party has declared consistently
for immediate Filipino independence.

That historic Democratic position is now crumbling, as shown in a
survey by Vicente Villamin, a Filipino lawyer and publicist. Signed
statements given him by prominent Demoerats register an overwhelm-
ing majority against immediate and absolute independence.

The survey shows that the Democrats consider it unwise and un-
timely for the Filipinos to lose American protection and that vital
American interests and world peace would be placed in jeopardy by the
withdrawnl of America from the Philippines. In contrast, the party
platform favors independence upon the belief that it is to the best
interest of America to grant it, the welfare of the Filipinos receiving
only Incidental consideration.

Gaged by the present survey there is precious little difference, if any,
between the Democratic and Republican views. The Philippine guestion
is becoming truly nonpartisan,

The extension of autonomy is the policy pursued in the islands. At
present 98 per cent of the personnel of the government are Filipinos.
A Filipino can be appointed Governor General under the Jones law, and
the entire government Filipinized. The legislature is composed entirely
of Filipinos; this body has powers which State legislatures do not pos-
sess, Of the six heads of the executive departments only one is Ameri-
can, and in the entire judiciary there are seven Americans. Three-
fourths of the United States Army in the Philippines are@ilipings. The
Filiplnos do not pay for military and political protection and are not
subjeet to the Federal tax laws,

These opinions, a representative selection of those gathered by Mr,
Villamin, indicate how far Democratic authorities are straying from the
traditional principle of immediate independence,

Robert Lansing (former Secretary of State) :

“Because of the present minority of educated people in the Philip-
pines any independent government, though based on the principles of
demoeracy, would necessarily fall into the hands of a few individuals.

“In the past oligarchies have not been conducive to the general wel-
farve of the people, the majority of whom do not possess the intellectual
development necessary to conduct a popular government, and there is no
evidence that the Philippines would prove to be an exception to the rule,
I am therefore opposed to granting independence to the Philippines
until it appears that the people of the islands are able to exercise the
franchise with intelligence and to understand the meaning of political
liberty.”

Josephus Daniels (former Secretary of the Navy) :

“The Fillpinos hailed us in 1898, as the Cubans did, as friends and
deliverers from the yoke of Spain. We repaid their confidence by buy-
ing them off from Spain at so much a head and by failure to carry
out our sacred pledge made to them. The governor named by Presi-
dent Wilson gave it as his opinion that ‘by temperament, by experi-
ence, by financial ability, in every way, the 10,000,000 Filipinos are
entitled to be free from every government except of their own choices.’

*“ The time to redeem our pledge, given in the preamble of the Jones
Act, is now. The Filipinos should be given their independence with a
Platt amendment attached so as to aid them and keep them from serious
errors in the formative days of their government. The remedy for
the errors of democracy is more democracy. We are trustees for the
Filipinos. Our obligation is to be fair in administering that self-
imposed trust.”

Lindley M. Garrison (former Secretary of War) :

“The attitude and conduct of the Government of the United States
toward the Filipinos have been wholly unselfish and commendable, It
has sought the welfare of the people there without any ulterior motive.
The easy course would have been to have left the Filipinos to their own
devices, which could have had but one result, and that a disastrous
one to them, The proper and right course was to undertake the task of
preparing them for self-government and protecting them in the mean-
time. This course i& costly and thankless, but was the one upon which
we set out and upon which we should continue to the end.”

Samuel Untermyer (New York lawyer) :

“1 went to the Philippines last winter with a strong prejudice In
favor of independence, but came away with the conviction that it would
be a calamity and equivalent almost to a betrayal
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“ Withont our protection the Philippines would be open to mass immi-
gration from China, lowering the Filipino standard of living and pos-
sibly obliterating the Filipino race; they would become a prey to
stronger nations, and we would have to eontinue our protection unless
we ould ‘ecut loose’ from them entirely, which we would hardly feel
justified in doing; they would lose the bulk of their foreign business by
their exclusion from our tariff wall; the maintenance of government,
with an army and navy and diplomatic service, would tax them to the
utmost ; and there would be retrogression in their economie, social,
educational, and political development.”

William E. Sweet (former Governor of Colorado) :

“1 was opposed to Amerlean occupation of the Philippines, but the
history of these islands since the inauguration of American sovereignty
has served to convince me that I was wrong.

“1 belleve that the complete severance of relations bétween America
and the Philippines at this time is extremely unwise.. Complete and
immediate independence would spell disaster to the Filipinos and the
undoing of our work of economic betterment, political improvement, and
social amelioration in the Philippines,

“1 advocate the expansion of such local autonomy as is compatible
with our responsibility and the ability of the Filipinos to use it. The
Philippine question is in every respect nonpartisan.”

Thomas W. Gregory (former Attorney General) :

“We have pledged our hounor to give the Philippines independence,
and this pledge must be kept. The economic situation of the islands,
their geographical location, the imperfect development of the great
majority of the Inhabitants, and the international situation require
Ameriean supervision for some years to come, and the time has not
arrlved when the islands should be granted absolute Independence, I
say this without regard to the Interest of the United States in the
problem."”

James A. 0'Gorman (former Benator from New York) :

“The Jones law, for which I voted, gave the Filipino leaders ample
opportunity to demonsirate what they could and would do under self-
government, but they have not satisfied the reasonable expectations of
American well-wishers, And they dealt only with internal afiairs, being
free from the problems of external relations.

“1 am now retired from politics. I view the Phillppine question in a
nonpartisan and nonpolitical light. In my judgment, independence at
this time wo pot mean more liberty and better government for the
Filipinos but curtailed opportunity and arrested development. An inde-
pendent Philippines could not hope to maintain a national existence
amidst the confusions and struggles in the Orient. Neutralization would
be futile, a protectorate would not be feasible, a Platt amendment for
the Philippines would be impracticable. America's course and conduct
in the Philippines have been unselfish, constructive, and enlightened.
I see no signs of departure from our position of friend and protector.
We have no imperialistic designs. Independence will come eventually,
but the time for it has not yet arrived.”

THoMAS J. WaLsH (a Senator from Montana) :

“1 felt when I visited the Philippines four years ago that the desire
for independence among the Filipinos was largely, if not wholly, senti-
mental, and nothing has happened since to change that view. This is
not said in eriticism or opprobrium.

“Only a few Filipinos have reflected, 1 conceive, on the economie
consequences of separation from the United States, and of the few
only a small number have made public avowal of their views. The fact
that the United States markets are open to Philippine products duty
free is vitally important to the well-being of the Filipino people. Its
jmportance is emphasized by the fact that the Philippines are an ex-
porting country, the great bulk of production being exportable surplus.
Independence would discard the privilege of free entry to our markets,
and that would result in the eollapse of the major Philippine industries.
It is the patriotic duty of Filipinos to bring to the masses information
concerning the economic problems which would be involved in in-
dependenee.”

Thomas F. Gailor (Protestant Episcopal Bishop of Tennessee) :

“ From interviews with men whom I know and trust I am persuaded
that it would work harm fo American interests and to the Filipinos
themselves if they were given independence at this time. Moreover, 1
have entire confidence in the wisdom and fairness of Gen. Leonard
Wood, Governor General of the Philippines, and am satisfied to be
guided by his judgment.”

Dan Moody (Governor of Texas) :

“1It is too early to grant independence to the Philippines. The eco-
nomic consequences to the Filipinos would be hazardous, and certainly
their international status, once independent, would be subject to most
troublesome influences. Perhaps eventnally independence should be
granted, but at this time, or at any time in the near future, it would,
in my opinion, prove disastrous."

Robert L. Owen (former Benator from Oklahoma) :

“ While I favor independence in the future, it must be remembered
that absolute independence under existing international law could oper-
ate to shut off Philippine products from the United States markets
on a free-trade basis, and this is a matter of the utmest importance
to the Filipino people.”
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Lawrence D. Tyson (former Senator from Tennessee) :

“1 am not in favor of granting independence to the Philippines now.
Indcpendence under present circumstances wonld be a calamity to the
11"illmnt>s and would undo the constructive work of America in those
slands,

“ We are doing everything we ean to promote the best Interests of the
Filipinos. We have Leen unselfish. Our record in the Philippines is
one of which every true American can be proud. The Philippine ques-
tlon is nonpartisan. It seems to me the longer the United States is
willing to stay in the Philippines the better it will be for the Filipinos.”

Atlee Pomerene (former Senator from Ohlo) :

* Whatever the United States has done in connection with the Phil-
ippines has been for their benefit, not ours. I believe it would be a
grave mistake to grant them immediate and absolute independence.
The Filipinos have made more progress since they have been under the
control of the United States than they did in three centuries of Spanish
rule, and. in my judgment, more progress than they wounld make in a
century of independence under present conditions.”

Woodbridge N. Ferris (Senator from Michigan) :

“From a commercial standpoint, the Filipinos are better off under
the rule of the United States. I am not at all sure, however, that
the Filipinos are going to learn to stand on their own feet by having
thefr independence suspended in the alr. I am sorry that our Gov-
ernment ‘s in any way responsible for the Philippines. 1 am hoping
that the time will soon come when the Filipinos can be granted their
full independence. 1 am not at all sure that the delay is wise.”

Hamilton Holt (president Rollins College, Florida) :

‘“ Independence under a republican form of government implies capac-
ity for self-government. Therefore, independence is mot so much a
right as a stage of evolution. 1 do not regard the Filipinos as ready
for self-government and, consequently, as ready for independence. No
American party, in my judgment, should set a date for such a consum-
mation.”

Par Hamrnisoy (Senator from Mississippi) :

“1 have long favored Philippine independence and voted for the
Jones law. However, under present circumstances strong economic rea-
sons and the uncertain state of international affairs in the Pacific re-
gion make it unwise to grant the Philippines immediate and absolute
independence. But I would urge the inauguration of a workable policy
of economic readjustment looking to eventual independence. This is
a matter, I take it, of the utmost importance to the Filipinos them-
gelves.”

Epwix 8, Broussagp (Senator from Louisiana) : .

“1 am firmly convinced that there is a strong sentiment among the
Filipinos for independence. Naturally, T am opposed to bringing about
a situation which conld result in their losing their independence and
in their forcible absorption by another nation. But this possibilty can
be safegunarded by agreement of the four nations now parties to the
4-power pact.”

AxprEw J. MoxTAGUE (Congressman from Virginia) :

“1 am ardently in favor of granting complete independence to the
Filipino people when they reach such stage of perfection in politieal
knowledge and responsibility as will demonstrate their capacity for the
administration of free institutions. This time, however, has not yet
arrived, but I believe it is approaching such a consummation in the
future.”

RoyAL 8. CoPELAND (Senator from New York) :

“1 do not favor independence for the sake of the Filipinos. Be-
sides, I do not think we can give them independence, for the Consti-
tution does not empower Congress to allenate American territory—
which the Philippines are by virtue of the treaty of Paris."

MiLrarp E. TypiNGs (Senator from Maryland) :

“1 do not believe the present or near future is the best time to grant
independence to the Philippines. Independence at a time when far
eastern affairs are unsettled and before the Filipinos are strong enough
to keep It with honor when given would not be playing fair with the
people we obligated ourselves to assist.”

Hoyt M. Dobbs (Bishop of Alabama) :

* Independence is something to be earned, and it can never be be-
stowed prematurely or given as a free gift. I have every reason to
trust the character and ability of General Wood, Governor General, and
am sure his recommendation should have most thoughtful and careful
consideration.”

J. H. Kirkland (chancellor Vanderbilt University, Tennessee) :

“The obligation of the United States to the Filipinos Is primarily to
promote their development—educationally, economically, and politically.
I am satisfied that this can be done only by maintaining close political
relations with that country. To give the Philippines independence at
this time would wreck all the work we have done in the past.”

Edward 1. Edwards (former Senator from New Jersey) :

*1 am unequivocally opposed to granting Immediate and absolute
independence to the Philipplnes. This attitude is prompted by what
I believe fo be the best interests of the Filipino people themselves. The
United States has moral, political, and economic obligations in con-
nection with the islands which she ean not and will not shirk, no matter
how vociferously the self-seeking politicians may ery out.
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“It would take the islands fully a hundred years to recover from
the granting of independence now. Separation from Ameriea would
mean the mongolization of the islands. It would also mean the ex-
clusion of the Philippines from our tariff wall and therefore the de-
struction of Philippine industries. Frankly, I can not conceive of
Philippine independence in the next 50 years."”

Alfred P. Dennis (vice chairman United States Tariff Commission) :

“]1 can state as a lifelonz Democrat that in my opinion America
stands in loco parentis to tbe Philippines; that this relationship in-
volves authority and protection as complementary ideas; and that our
retivement from the islands at this time would be an act of be-
frayal, inasmuch as it would immediately expose the Filipinos to
bitter internecine strife, with eventual foreign occupation, based on a
program for exploiting the islands, at the same time employing them as
a military base against the United States in the Pacific.”

George Gordon Battle (New York lawyer) :

“ Independence would mean the sundering of the business ties with
America which give life to Philippine industries; widespread poverty
among the Filipino masses; confusion in commerce, finance, and goy-
ernment ; and the lowering of the Filipinos' standard of living. It would
also mean the checking of the educational development now happily
going forward in the Islands and the possibility of immigration from
China which would be Irresistible,”

Erwin Craighead (editor emeritns, Mobile Register, Alabama) :

“The Philippine question is not one simply of Filipino independence,
but one involving many serlous international considerations. The
Filipino leaders ignore the problem of the relations of their country
with the general far eastern situation, but America can not and will
not ignore it. For the sake of the Filipinos themselves, of America’s
position in the Pacific, of world peace, the granting of complete inde-
pendence to the Philippines should be put off.”

Warter F, Groroe (Senator from Georgia) :

*“1 do not favor immediate independence.”

Lre 8. OverMAN (Senator from North Carolina) :

“1 am for ultimate but not for immediate independence for economic
reasons vital to the Filipinos.”

Mozris SHEPPARD (Senator from Texas) :

“1 stand on the Democratic platform calling for immediate inde-
pendence.”

Duxecax U, FrLercaer (Senator from Florida) :

“The Filipinos do not seem to know when they are well off—at least
gome agitators do mnot. Independence in the future, when they are
ready for it, I favor.”

Core. L. BLEASE (Senator from South Carolina) :

“To withhold independence would be to make us liars and thieves,
I may be mistaken as to the facts.”

John G. Richards (Governor of South Carolina) :

“The attitude of our Government toward the Philippines is proper.”

Huco L. Brack (Senator from Alabama) :

“1f independence is consistent with the best interests of the Fili-
pinos, 1 favor Its granting.”

A. Harry Moore (Governor of New Jersey) :

“1 am convinced that independence at this time would prove most
disastrous to the Filipinos.”

Robert Neill (president Arkansag Bankers' Association) :

“To grant independence now would nullify America’s position in the
Orjent.”

Frank F. Fagan (president North Carolina Bankers' Association) :

“1 think that at this time it wounld be dangerous, if not dizastrous,
to give independence to the Ihilippines.”

RETIREMENT OF EMERGENCY OFFICERS OF THE WORLD WAR

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, I should like
the attention of some member of the Committee on Military
Affairs. There is pending before that committee a bill desig-
nated as 8. 3415 upon which no action has been taken, It is a
very important measure, and I should like to inquire whether
or. not the committee intends to make a report on it during
this session.

Let me state briefly that the bill seeks to apply the retire-
ment provisions of the emergency officers’ law to a number of
veterans of the World War who were in fact emergency offi-
cers but who, under regulations of the Army, Navy, and Marine
Corps, were actually enrolled as Regular officers of the Army,
Navy, and Marine Corps, though their enlistment was solely for
the purpose of service during the war. The Veterans' Burean
have approved of these claims, namely, the right to have the
benefit of the emergency retirement law; but the Comptroller
General is holding up the payment upon this technicality.

A number of bills are pending to give special relief to these
individuals. Some of them have already passed the House.
Many of them are pending before the Finance Committee and
other committees. Unless this general bill is passed, taking
care of all these cases, we shall have a series of special bills
proposed here for passuge.
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We ought to get action on this bill during the present session;
and I ask whoever is in charge of the conduct of affairs in
the Committee on Military Affairs, in the absence of the chair-
man, to report out that bill, to which everybody agrees, to which
the various departments of the Government have agreed, and
the lack of which is depriving worthy and deserving citizens
of the benefits of a law of which it was intended that they
should receive the benefits.

REVIBION OF THE TARIFF—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, 30 minutes were allotted to
the calendar. It has been completed; and I think now that
we ought to proceed to the consideration of the tariff bill.

If the Chair is ready to proceed with the points of order, I
think we ouglit to take them sup now in the order in which
they are to be presented; and I shall object, so far as one objec-
tion goes, to the consideration of any other bhusiness.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
2667) to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign
countries, to encourage the industries of the Unifed States, to
protect American labor, and for other purposes.

(For report see House proceedings of Monday, April 28, Cox-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, pp. TS33-T842.)

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I do not wish fo take any
additional time on the points which I raised yesterday with
reference to amendment numbered 327, except to put into the
Recorp a statement to which I have already called the atten-
tion of the Chair.

In the repert of Mr. Hawirey, for the managers on the part
of the House, to the House on the first conference report with
reference to the watch schedule, after describing minutely the
changed basis and the provisions of the House bill, Mr. HAWLEY
makes this statement:

The Sepate amendment strikes out the House text and restores the
Ianguage and rates of existing law, The House recedes with an amend-
ment, using the House bill as a basis, making certain changes in lan-
guage and certain changes in substance., The principal changes in sub-
stance are as follows:

(1) The amendment takes out of the operation of the paragraph
all time-keeping and time-measuring mechanisms not degigned to be, or
such as are not ordinarily, worn on or carried about the person.

That is the exaect contention I am making on this para-
graph—that it does that. Mr. HAWLEY says so specifically in
his report to the House, .

The next point to which I desire to call the Chair’s atten-
tion is amendment numbered 425. I make the point of order
that the conferees have exceeded their authority in the change
which they made in the language in paragraph 710, on page
132 of the print of the bill, which contains the amendments and
their numbers,

Mr, MoNARY. Mr, President, I thought that at the conclu-
sion of the session yesterday the Senator was about to address
himself to the paragraph appertaining to frozen cherries.

Mr. BARKLEY. I am taking them up in the order in which
they appear in the bill; and it happens that cheese comes
ahead of cherries.

Mr. McNARY. Very well i

Mr. BARKLEY. The language of the House bill on the sub-
ject of cheese is as follows:

Cheese and sobstitutes therefor, T cents per pound, but not less than
45 per cent ad valorem.

The Senate amended that by striking out “7” and inserting
“8" cents per pound, and by raising the ad valorem to 42 per
cent ad valorem, and then added certain types of cheese made
of sheep’s milk, and commonly known as “ Romano " or “ Peco-
rino,” * Romanello, or Kefalotyri, or Vize, and Casseri,” 8 cents
per pound ; Feta White, 5 cents a pound.

All these amendments on the pari of the Senate are simply
specific names for substitutes for cheese,

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes,

Mr. COPELAND. They are not substitutes,
cheeses,

Mr. BARKLEY. They are special cheeses, but they are sub-
stitutes for the ordinary cheese which is understood when the
word “cheese” Is mentioned.

The conferees have stricken out all of the language inserted
by the Senafe. They have receded on amendment 424, which
leaves the rate at the Senate rate of 8 cents a pound on cheese
and all substitutes. They have eliminated specifical]ly the
names of all these cheeses designated in the Senate ‘amend-

but speeial
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ment, and the effect is to put a tax of 8 cents per pound on a
cheese on which the Senate fixed a 5-cent rate and on which
the Honse fixed a T-cent rate, My contenfion is that they had
no power to go below T cents or above 8 cents in a specific rate
per pound, but by their conference report, except on one type
of cheese, they have fixed a rate of 8 cents on a cheese on
which the House fixed a maximum of 7 cents and the Senate
fixed a maximum of 5 cents, and in that regard they have
exceeded their authority.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senafor yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator remembers my anxiety in
regard to these special cheeses, because they are used by great
groups of people in my eity. The significance of what the con-
ference committee has done as regards feta white, a very cheap
cheese, is this: We made the rate 5 cents per pound, and the
House rate was 7 cents. Consequently, by the action of the
conferees they have entirely defeated the purpose of the Senate,
and have placed on that cheese a higher rate than is justified.

Mr. BARKLEY. They have not only defeated the purpose of
the Senate, but they have exceeded the rate in the House bill,
which was 7 cents. They have substituted 8 cents.

Mr. COPELAND. 1 fully agree with the Senator.

Mr. BARKLEY. That is all I wish to say on that. The Vice
President understands the point, and I am not going to argue
it any further.

The next point is amendment 454, pertaining to cherries.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator
from Oregon [Mr. McNagry] to give his attention.

Mr. BARKLEY Mr. President, under the heading of cher-
ries, at the bottom of page 140 and at the top of page 141, the
House bill provided for cherries “In their natural state, or
dried, 2 cents a pound.” That is all the House said about it,
except that under subsection 2 they said “sulphured, or in
brine, with stems and pits, 5% cents per pound ; with stems or
pits removed, 9% cents per pound.”

Then, in subsection 4, under the heading of * Maraschino,
candied, crystallized, or glacé, or prepared or preserved in any
manner, 514 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem.”

In the first line of that paragraph the Senate struck out the
words “or dried” and inserted the words “or frozen if not
sweetened, 2 cents a pound,” so that while the House bill pro-
vided that cherries in their natural state or dried bore a 2-cent
rate, the Senate amendment provided that in their natural state
or frozen, if sweetened, they bore a 2-cent rate,

The conferees have stricken out that language inserted in
anmendment No. 448, and over on page 141, in subsection 4, they
have eliminated the words “if sweetened.”

A cherry may be prepared or preserved without being frozen,
and the mere fact that the words “ frozen if sweetened” were
added shows that that description has a different meaning from
the language “ prepared or preserved.”

The effect of this conference report is that whereas under
either the House or the Senate bill these cherries had to be
sweetened if they were frozen before they bore this rate, under
the conference committee report the words “if sweetened ” are
stricken out, and the report makes all cherries which are frozen
subject to this tariff. I contend it is beyond the power of the
conferees to make all those cherries subject to the tariff, whereas
under both the House and the Senate bills only sweetened
cherries, if frozen, were to bear that rate.

The Chair understands that point, and I do not wish to say
anything more about it unless the Senator from Oregon should
advance something which might lead to reply.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I desire briefly to discuss the
matter presented by the able Senator from Kentucky. I have
reference to paragraph 737, applying to cherries. In subdivi-
sion 1 of that paragraph the word * frozen” was included as
deseriptive of the preparation through which cherries which
carry the 2-cent a pound duty are put.

That was stricken from the bill purposely so that a frozen
cherry would bear a higher rate than 2 cents a pound. But
the frozen cherry was not forgotten, and it is found in subdi-
vision 4 of that paragraph, where it is included in the words
“maraschino, candied, crystallized or glacé, or frozen,” with
the following significant and deseriptive language: “ or prepared
o1 preserved in any manner.”

Mr. Pregident, the question is a simple one. If the freezing
of a cherry is a new process or method, probably it should not
be included in this place, but I contend, and I think from a
rather intimate knowledge of the cherry industry, that when a
cherry is frozen it comes within the language “ or prepared or
preserved in any manner,” and that the method of preserving
it is not a new method as understood by the trade and the
industry.
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The process of freezing a cherry is analagous to the cooking

of vegetables for canning purposes. It changes the texture,
makes it ready for preservation; indeed, the process of freezing
is entirely associated with preservation, and is so classified,
and is not a separate and different and new method.
__When a cherry is picked from the tree it is then precooled,
if it is to be preserved, at a temperature just above freezing,
for the purpose of removing moisture and hardening the texture
of the flesh, after which it is frozen to a hard and perfect state.
That cherry can be preserved indefinitely in that state. It
may be shipped across the sea, it may be shipped across the con-
tinent; it can be kept from the time it is harvested, in J uly,
and preserved by being placed in sulphur, or being candied or
glacé, until a year following.

Consequently the eonferees had no other choice, if they wanted
to remove this product from one bracket to another, than to
include it within that bracket which contained the general
langnage, “if prepared or preserved in any manner.”

Consequently, under my theory and from my knowledge of
the industry and the methods employed in that industry for the
preserving of cherries, it comes within the general language,
and therefore the conferees did not in any manner exceed their
authority. I can not conceive how any question can arise, be-
cause it is not a new process; it is 4 process associated with
the general language of preservation.

Some reference has been made to a case decided, I think in
1927—and I speak largely from memory—by the Court of Cus-
toms Appeals. This point was not considered in that case.
The question was as to a pitted cherry, changed in form from
an unpitted cherry, so as to take it out of the description of
*“ cherries sulphured or in brine.” The Court of Customs Appeals
held that removing the pit did not change the cherry and was
not a process which eame within that particular language. I
have the decision here, and no one can rest on the decision of
the Court of Customs Appeals in this matter, because that ease
raised an entirely different question.

I appeal to the Chair that in no sense did the conferees exceed
their jurisdiction.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any other point of order?

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I make the point of order that
the conferees have exceeded their authority in dealing with
Senate amendment 657, in regard to the rayon schedule,

The dutiable context for rayon yarns and filaments, as pre-
sented to the conferees, did not authorize them to substitute 45
cents for 40 cents per pound in the proviso to paragraph 1301,
in that thereby “filaments of rayon or other synthetic textile,
single or grouped,” were raised from 40 cents per pound, as
provided in the Senate amendment, to 45 cents per pound,
without the rate of 45 cents per pound upon such filaments
having been expressly provided by the language of either the
House bill or Senate amendments and, therefore, not in con-
ference.

I have no further point of order to make.

Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. President, I make the point of order that
the committee of conference exceeded its authority in respect
to aﬁmfndments 848 and 849, appearing on pages 257 and 258 of
the bill.

The act as it passed the House provided that cattle, sheep, and
other domestic animals might be driven across international
boundary lines by the owner for temporary pasturage pur-
poses only, and if so driven across might remain eight months
without the payment of duty on return.

The Senate struck out that provision and limited the time
for the free return of straying livestock to three months. The
conference committee inserted this langnage, “or driven across
the northern boundary line by the owner for temporary pas-
turage purposes only.”

That was in amendment 848. In amendment 849 the con-
fereces inserted the words “eight months in the ease of the
northern boundary line and, in the case of the southern boundary
line, within three.”

The effect of the action taken by the conference committee is
to provide two rules for the payment of import duties on
livestock. One rule makes it possible for cattle and other live-
stock to be returned to the United States free of duty for a
period of eight months, while during five months of the samse
period duties would be collected on the southern boundary.
That is in direct contravention of the provision of the Con-
stitution that all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform
throughout the United States. -

Certainly it was not in the minds of either the House or the
Senate that there should be one rule applicable to the northern
boundary and another rule applicable to the southern boundary,
Such a rank injustice was never proposed or debated. The
only matter that was in conference was whether or not cattle




1930

and other domestic animals might be driven across the boundary
for temporary pasturage purposes, and the further question of
how long, if driven across, they might remain without being
requirved to pay the prescribed tariff on return,

It is therefore obvious that the committee of conference in
this instance exceéded their authority. As the author of the
rule which provides that conferees shall not ingert in their re-
port matter not committed to them by either House, a rule
adopted while he was a Senator, I trust that the Vice President
will by his decision insist upon its striet enforcement.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, as I understand, all the points
of order that are to be made have been presented to the Senate,
I would like to ask the Senator from Kentucky [Mr, BARgLEY]
if that is the fact?

Mr. BARKLEY. I have presented all the points I intend to
present. Of course, I do not wish to commit myself as to any
action which might be proper on another report of the confer-
ence committee.

Mr. SMOOT. What does the Senator mean by * another re-
port "7 Does he mean the second report? :

Mr. BARKELEY. No; I do not mean the second report. I
mean that if the Chair sustains these points of order and the bill
goes back to conference, which it would do, I do not wish in
any way to commit myself as to what I should do in regard to a
second report brought in on these matters.

Mr, SMOOT. Suppose the item is in this report. Do I under-
stand, then, that the Senator wants to reserve the right to make
a point of order?

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I say I have ne further point of order
to make on any subsequent report covering the same articles
found in report No. 1, which I have not already made, unless
the point would pertain to the particular items about which I
have made points. In other words, if there iz any item in this
report now which is subject to a point of order and to which
I have not called attention, I have no intention later, upon the
return of the bill again to the Senate, to make a point on that
item. I have no doubt that by a searching investigation of this
report other items as to which points could be made might be
discovered. But I do not intend to avail myself of them.

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I understood it. Then I ask unani-
mous consent that it be held that all points of order have been
made at this time in the consideration of this report.

Mr. SWANSON. I object to that.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Kentucky whether he brought up the watch item yesferday?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I did.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is ready to rule if there
are no further points of order to be made,

CHEESE

Amendment 424, paragraph 710, page 132.

The rates on cheese as carried in the tariff act are as follows:
House

Cheese and substitutes therefor, 7T cents per pound, but not
less than 35 per cent ad valorem (this included all cheese and
substitutes).

Senate :

Cheese and substitutes therefor, 8 cents per pound, but not
less than 42 per cent ad valorem.

Cheese made from sheep's milk, ete., 8 cents per pound.

Feta white, 5 cents per pound.

' The conference report

Cheese and substitutes therefor, 8 cents per pound, but not
less than 40 per cent ad valorem.

It will be seen from the above that the duty on cheese made
from sheep’s milk, etc, and feta white, is increased beyond
the rates carried in either the House or Senate provisions,
therefore this point of order is sustained.

POINTS OF ORDER ON PARAGRAPHS B87 AND Bas

Three points of order are made against paragraphs 367 and

368, to the watch and clock schedules of the tariff bLill,
Point No. 1

That the conference substituted the words * all the foregoing
designed to be, or such as ordinarily are worn or carried on or
about the person ” in paragraph 367 (a) for the words * whether
or not designed to be worn or carried on or about the person.”

It is claimed by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY]
that the changes made would transfer watches not designed to
be worn on the person from paragraph 367 to paragraph 368,
with resultant rates higher than those applied in either the
House bill or the Senate amendment. The Senator from Ken-
tucky exhibited certain watches which he claimed would be so
transferred. The following statement of the House managers
in the conference report submitted to the House seems to sus-
tain this contention (see p. 56, par. 1): ]
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(1) The amendment takes out of the operation of the paragraph
all time-keeping and time-measuring mechanisms not designed to be,
or such as are not ordinarily, worn on or carried about the person,

It is contended by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] that
no transfer of watches results from the change in language for
the following reasons:

(1) All commercial watch movements are specifically pro-
vided for by name in paragraph 367 of the House bill, the
Senate amendment, and the conference report, and are not re-
moved from the operation of the paragraph by any changes in
descriptive language, such as * whether or not designed, ete,”

(2) All commercial elock movements are specifically provided
for by name in paragraph 368 of the House bill, the Senate
amendment, and the conference report. These provisions are
more specific than the descriptive language in paragraph 367,
* time-keeping mechanisms, etc, not designed to be worn on
the person, etc.” Hence, no movements or mechanisms have
been removed from the operation of paragraph 368 at any
time, The Chair iz in doubt on this point, but inasmuch as
the report goes back to conference it would seem that the
amendment objected to might well be made more definite and
certain, '

Point No, II

(a) That the conference report eliminated the words “if hav-
ing any type of stem, rim,” and so forth, in paragraph 367 (a).

This point of order is apparently based on the assumption
thaf* the conference report transfers certain articles from para-
graph 367 fo paragraph 368, with resultant higher rates, by rea-
son of the omission of the words “if having any type of stem,
rim, or gelf-winding mechanism.”

It seems to the Chair that the removal of words of limitation
can not be construed as narrowing the scope of the paragraph.

If it be a watch movement, no transfer has taken place be-
cause wafch movements are under paragraph 367 both in the
House bill and the conference report; if it be a clock movement,
the omission of the language has not had the result of making
any transfer from paragraph 368 to paragraph 367, for the
reason that the language in paragraph 368 of the conference
report, namely, “clocks, clock movements,” is more specific
than the general langmage in paragraph 367, namely, “time-
keeping, ete., mechanisms, ete., if less than 177 inches wide.”

This point is overruled, v

Point No. III

That the conference inserted the word “unset” after the
word jewels in paragraph 367 (3) (d) and added to paragraph
(¢) (3) the following:

Each assembly or subassembly (unless dutiable under elause (1) of
this paragraph) consisting of two or more parts or pleces of metal
or other material joined or fastened together shall be subjected to &
duty of 3 cents for each such part or piece of material, except that
in the case of jewels the duty shall be 20 cents instead of 3 cents.

The House provision, subsection (d) reads as follows:
Jewels sultable for use in any movement, etc., 10 per cent,

The Senate provision reads:

All jewels for use In the manufacture of watches, etc,, 10 per cent.
The conference provides :

Jewels, unset, suitable for use in any movement—

And so forth. The word * unset” does not appear in the
measure as it passed the House, or as it passed the Senate, but
was added in conference, thereby creating a new classification
of jewels.

The point of order is sustained.

CHERRIES

Under the tariff act as it came to the Senate from the House
chierries in their natural state carried a duty of 2 cents per
pound (par. 737), 8. D. 1.

Under Senate amendment 448, cherries, frozen, if not sweet-
ened, were dutiable at 2 cents per pound.

Under the four subdivisions of paragraph 737: In the measure
as it came from the House maraschino, eandied, and so forth,
carried a duty of 5% cents per pound and 40 per cent ad
valorem.

As amended in the Senate, the words * frozen cherries, if
sweetened " were added by amendment 454 and the duty in-
creased from 514 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem
to 914 cents per pound and 40 per cent ad valorem.

In the conference amendment 448 the words “ frozen cherries,
if not sweetened ” were eliminated. and in amendment 454 the
words “ if sweetened " were omitted. This left frozen cherries,
whether sweetened or not, carrying a duty of 9% cents per
pound and 40 per cent ad valorem,
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If frozen cherries are to be considered as cherries in their
natural state, as Is indicated in amendment 448, then the change
made in conference would be subject to the point of order;
but if frozen cherries are to be considered as coming under
clause 4, cherries prepared, and so forth, as is contended by the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNAryY] the change made would
not be subject to a point of order. The Chair is in doubt on
the question, and as the report goes back fo conference on other
points raised the question is not passed upon.

LIVESTOCK

Amendments 848 and 849: It seems to the Chair that the con-
ferees exceeded their authority in amendment 849 by separat-
ing the boundaries and prescribing different time limits from
those carried in either the act as it came from the House or as
it passed the Senate.

This point of order is sustained.

RAYON

Amendment No. 657: The Chair has had submitted quite a
number of briefs on the rayon amendments and is thoroughly
of the opinion, after most careful consideration, that the con-
ferees exceeded their authority in changing the rates in that
schedule and sustains this point of order.
The points of order are sustained as indicated.
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I move that the Senate insist
upon its amendments, ask a further conference with the House,
and that the Chair appoint conferees on the part of the Serfate.
Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, may I say to
the Senator from Utah that it is apparent that the matters in
controversy are not important items when we think of the bill
as a whole. They are important from a legal standpeint and
very properly have been made by the Senator from Kentucky
[Mr. Bargrey]. But in view of the situation which we have
discussed in the Chamber as to the feeling in the eountry about
the matter of disposing of the bill, may I not urge the Senator
to have the conference called together at once, the matters in
point considered, and the bill brought back here within an hour
or two? Is there any reason why that ean not be done?
Mr. SMOOT. The bill will have to go to the House and
consent must be granted there for a further conference. I hope
the bill will be back here this afternoon. I assure the Senator
from Massachusetts that I shall use every endeavor to get the
bill back into the Senate at the very earliest moment.
Mr. FESS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio will state it.
Mr. FESS. Would it not be necessary to have the House act
upon the conference report first?
Mr. SMOOT. No; because we disagreed to the amendments
of the House and have asked for a conference, and they must
agree to the conference. They have discharged their conferees,
so0 we must have a new conference.
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts.
expedite matters to the very limit?
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; to the very limit.
_ Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, may I inquire, in order that

we may know how to govern ourselves with respect to other
legislation, when the Senator from Utah expects the tariff bill
will be back here now?

Mr. SMOOT. If the House can act this afternoon and send
the bill back to us so that the conferees can meet promptly, the
conferees will meet to-morrow. I am in hopes the House ean do
that promptly. If the Senate should be in session on Saturday,
we could probably report on that day. I am fearful that we
will not be able to secure a quorum upon that day, heeause I
understand a good many engagements have been made for the
day with the idea that we would not have a session on Saturday.
Otherwise we would undoubtedly be ready to report the tariff
bill back on Saturday. It will be reported back to the Senate
on Monday in any event.

Mr. JOHNSON. May I say to the Senator that the reason
for my inguiry is that next upon the agenda, and whether upon
the agenda or not the next matter that wonld be brought befare
the Senate, if it can be brought before it by a yea-and-nay
vote, is the river and harbor bill. I shall insist at the earliest
possible moment that that bill be placed before the Senate, of
course not to interfere in the slightest degree with the tariff
bill. But if there is going to be an interregnum in relation to
the report of any short period I would endeavor in that inter-
regnum to bring up the river and harbor bill.

I am giving this notice at this time, Mr. President, because
I observed something in the press about a desire to supersede
the river and harbor bill, which is upon the agenda and which
it has been agreed shall be considered immediately following
the tariff bill, with some other business at the instance of some

The Senator from Utah will
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one else. I want the Senate to know that the river and harbor
bill will be brought up at the conclusion of the tariff bill and
Dressed to a speedy conclusion.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator from
California a question. As I understand the situation with ref-
erence to the tariff bill, it is going back to conference, 1 sug-
gest to the Senator from California that immediately the tariff
bill is sent back to conference he move to take up the river and
mﬁmagﬁ

r; NSON. Let me say that upon the agenda and now
the unfinished business of the Senate is a bill in charge of the
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RansperL]. Immediately follow-
ing the disposition of that measure is ome in charge of the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McNagry], which will take but a
brief period to consider.

Mr. JONES. 1 think the Senator’s river and harbor bill
should take the place of every other measure.

Mr. JOHNSON. I quite agree; but I do not think it would
be the appropriate thing, with to-day only at our disposal, to
endeavor to displace the two measures,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Utah.

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed
as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Smoor, Mr. WaTsox,
Mr. SHoRTRIDGE, Mr. StMMmoNs, and Mr, HARRISON.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE
A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a
bill (H. R. 9937) to provide for summary prosecution of petty
offenses, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.
ENROLLED BILLS BIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his
signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were signed
by the Vice President:

H. R.937. An act for the relief of Nellie Hickey ; and

H.R.9806. An act to authorize the construction of certain
bridges and to extend the times for commencing and completing
the construction of other bridges over the navigable waters of
the United States.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES

Messages in writing were communicated to the Senate from
the President of the United States by Mr. Latta, one of his
secretaries.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 9937) fo provide for summary prosecution of
petty offenses was read twice by its title and referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

HUNDREDTH ANNIVERSARY OF BIRTH OF E. P. BRADSTREET, SR., OF
CINCINNATI, OHIO

Mr., FESS. Mr. President, in the city of Cincinnati there
lives a very distinguished alumnus of Yale University, Mr.
E. P. Bradstreet, sr., known as *the grand old man of Yale,”
who is 100 years old to-day. Four years ago he discontinued
the practice of law at the age of 96. During the course of the
last year he delivered a very interesting and able address on
the invention of a new device to aid the deaf to hear.

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BingHAM], whose father
was a classmate at Yale of Mr. Bradstreet, has handed me an
article, published in the Hartford Courant, giving a compre-
hensive account of Mr. Bradstreet’s life and activities. The
article is written under the date line of Cincinnati, Ohio, May
31. It is filled with interesting comments upon this very
remarkable 100-yéar-old citizen, and I ask that the article may
be inserted in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be in-
serted in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the Hartford (Conn.) Courant, May 31, 1930]

OLDEST YALE GRADUATE AT CENTCRY MARE—CINCINNATI TO MARKE CIVIC
CELEBRATION OF ONE HUNDREDTH BIRTHDAY oF E, P, BRADSTREET, SR,,
YALE '53
CINcINNATI, OH10, May 31.—A full 100 years of usefulness to his

fellow men will be rounded out Thursday, June 5, by E. P, Bradstreet,

sr., of Cincinnati, when the oldest graduate of Yale and Nestor of the

Ohio State bar celebrates his one-hundredth birthday. He was born

near Huron, Ohio, in 1830, 4
Coming to Cincinnatl in 1856 after graduating In 1853 from Yale,

Mr. Bradstreet taugbt school in the day for two years and studied out

of hours in the law office of a well-known local attorney until admitted

to the bar in 1857. He continued his practice of law until four years
ago, when, at the age of 96, he conducted his last contested case in

court and won it. A
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MADE ADDRESS LAST WEEEK

Early this week he made the principal address nt the annual meeting
of the League for the Hard of Hearing of Cincinnati, and with strong,
clear voice and clearly defined ideas traced the growth of the interest of
the people of Cincinnati since the Civil War, through support of hu-
manitarian institutions, in making life more hopeful and livable for
their fellow men. He complimented the league for its part in this
progress. A newly invented instrument made it possible for the mem-
bers to hear every word Mr. Bradsireet said.

Such s the mental make-up of this outstanding citizen of the Queen
City, who is to be honored by a great public testimonial dinner on his
birthday at the Hotel Gibson. Combining in this effort to pay tribute
are the Associated Charities, the Cincinnati Gymnasium and Athletic
Club, Mayor, Russel Wilson, Bishop Boyd Vincent, of the Episcopal
Church, the Tﬁme for the Hard of Hearing, the Home for the Friend-
less, the Young Men's Bible Society, and the Cincinnati Bar Association.

Mrs. Bradstreet, the patriarch’'s second wife, who is 30 years his
junior and Nestor of the Smith College Club of Greater Cincinnati, will
be on the speaking program and will pay a tribute for the family.

BELOVED HUMANITARIAN

Outside of the fame which he has brought to Cincinnati as Yale's
oldest living graduate, Mr. Bradstreet is loved because he is known as
a lover of his fellow men. He has been often termed a “ humanitarian
in service ” rather than money. He has been generous In hLis time and
interest, where other men gave of their worldly possessions.

Mr. Bradstreet's last child was born when he was 60, and he was
confronted with the serious business of continuing in the practice of
law in order to lay aslde money with which to educate a family of
three growing young children at an age when other men were thinking
of retiring. This incentive kept him working ceaselessly at his practice
past the time when his children were grown up and on their own feet
for, once having formed the habit of daily mental and physical activity,
he had no relish for dressing gowns and slippers.

LIVES IN THE PRESENT

It is to the presence of his children, born late in his life and of
his much younger wife, that has kept this interesting old gentleman
alive, mentally and physically, and has given him the zest for living
in the present rather than the past. The latter is one of his chief
charms. The patriarch has small relish for the presence of people who,
it able to converse intelligently at all, prattle uninterestingly about the
past.

To Mr. Bradstreet life is still an adventure. Last summer he at-
tended a game between the Cincinnati “Reds"” and the Philadelphia
National League teams. Next to him was John Heydler, president of
the league. They were introduced and immediately a great friendship
grew up. Mr. Bradstreet delved Into early history of Cincinnati and
described the game as it was played in its infancy. He told how the
ball park was built on a former ravine now filled, and pointed to
the hill a mile distant which had been cut down to provide earth for
the fill. Mr. Heydler promised to return and take him to the game if
the “Reds" played in Cincinnati on his birthday., Unfortunately the
Cincinnati team is on the road, and Mr. Heydler is tied up with
business and can not make the trip at this time.

OLD-TIME DEMOCRAT

Mr. Bradstreet is a rabid Democrat of the old school. Champ Clark,
former Speaker of the House of Representatives, studied in his law
office and was a freguent visitor at the Bradstreet home on his rare
trips back to Missouri. Mr. Bradstreet was a stanch supporter of Al
Smith and listened with great interest to all the latter's radio speeches.

FOE OF PROHIBITION

The patriarch is a foe of prohibition but a stanch supporter of tem-
perance. Temperance has been the keynote of his entire life, and to
it he gives credit, among other things, for his long, happy, and useful
life. His aversion to prohibition dates back to his boyhood when, as
an orphan, he lived on the farm of a religious fanatic in northern
Ohjo. So great were the extremes to which these church people went,
Mr. Bradstreet states, that they actually whipped their eider barrels
for working on Sunday. It might be said at this point that the herb
“ mother ” was placed in these barrels to turn the eider into vinegar.
This experience made a profound impression on the little boy and he
revolted against the fanatical austerity of this type of churchmanship
which, he says, is the same type now backing the prohibition move-
ment.

Mr, Bradstreet was not strong as a young man, and after coming
to Cincinnati interested himself in gymnastics and in the formation
of the Cincinnati Gymnasium and Athletic Club, of which he was a
founder and second president, Up till 70 years of age he was a familiar
figure about the gym floor and only gave up apparatus work on advice
of his doetor, who was afraid he would fall of and break his bones
After that age he practiced dally with his dumb-bells and now takes
a dally 2-mile walk when weather permits,

The patriarch’'s philosophy of living has much to do with his long
life, his friends and family doctor say, for he does the very best he
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can to meet a situation and then promptly ceases to worry about it.
He makes a sharp distinction between what he calls “ constructive
and destructive worry.”

BATTLED WITH COX

He is an ardent booster for the present city manager and small
council type of government now in vogue in Cincinnatl, For years he
was a relentless foe of * Boss" Cox, of this city, when the Democrats
held sway locally. Boss and attorney had one another's strengths
and weaknesses well gaged and never broke their word with one an-
otlier. Early in Cox's career the control of the local city government
gradually changed hands and the Republicans were in a small majority.

So great is Mr. Bradstreet's antipathy toward Cox that he refuses
to enter the beautiful Cox Memorial Theater erected by the latter's
widow to perpetuate Cox's name in Cincinnati.

For years Mr. Bradstreet viewed with increasing disgust the cor-
ruption of Cincinnati under * boss™ rule and advised his son to settle
in another city. With the revolt of the better grade of citizens under
former Mayor Murray Seasongood, the setting up of the new form of
government and the retaining of Col. C. 0. Sherrill as city manager,
Mr, Bradstreet's joy knew no bounds.

One of the first calls Colonel Sherrill made when he got his bearings
was upon Mr. Bradstreet and many letters of congratulation and replies
of thanks for the former were exchanged between the two before
Sherrill resigned a short time sgo to enter business.

CITY TO CELEBEATE BIRTHDAY

To recount the interesting things about this unusual citizen of Cin-
cinnati is to write a good-sized book. The facts given here are just a
few of the reasons why be is news in Cincinnati, whatever he does and
why the cilizens of this city are making a great civic celebration of his
one hundredth birthday Thursday night. He will send his greetings to
the Yale men of the United States over station WLW at 6.30 p. m. just
before the birthday dinner,

Beloved, revered, honored—Cincinnati’s famous centenarian is look-
ing forward with happy heart to Thursday as though it was just
another milestone to pass, rather than the 100-year mark.

Surrounded by his wife, three children, and 2-months-old grand-
daughter, be finds life sweet and happy and people kind. He knows
that his days are numbered, but he smilingly says that he has cheated
death so long now that he enjoys it. Such is E. P. Bradstreet, sr.,
Yale's oldest graduate,

THE LONDON NAVAL TREATY

Mr. ALLEN, Mr. President, as evidence of the vigilance with
which the deliberations of this body are being followed through-
out the country, I wish to have read into the Recorp a letter
from that ever-watchful organization of Atchison, Kans., the
Anti-Horse-Thief Association, upon the London naval treaty.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas asks
unanimous consent that the article referred to may be read. In
the absence of objection, the Secretary will read, as requested.

The legislative clerk read as follows:

ATcHIS8ON, KAXS., June 2, 1930,

Dear SENATOR: At our regular meeting of the Protective Association
(better known as our Anti-Horse-Thief Association) I was selected to
write you in regard to the London treaty. First, we severely condemn
any treaty that does not specifically provide for the freedom of the seas.
Second, we resent having to take third place as we don't have to even
play second fiddle to any country. And third, we see the danger of
those far eastern countries uniting at any time against us, and as
American citizens we demand the right to build submarines to protect
our ghores from invasion by enemy subs.

To our sad grief we had the experience in the World War of being
unprepared and had to depend on England to bring our soldiers and
provisions, and while we went In to save England, yet she robbed us
in her charges in bringing our boys over to fight for her. Don't
depend on any country but our own, and pretect us.

We voters of Kansas are not sending Senators to Washington to look
after the administration, but to protect our shore and our people. This
is the sentiment of the Central Protective Association of Kansas, and
we are keeping a watch on the results.

Respectfully,
W. C. HayEs,
R. F. D. 5, Atchizon, Kons,

THE MERCHANT MARINE

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
the unfinished business,

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9592)
to amend section 407 of the merchaut marine act, 1928,

MUNICIPALLY OWNED POWER PLANT OF TACOMA, WASH,

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, in Public Ownership for May,
1930, there is an article by Homer T. Bone, entitled *“ The Light
and Power of Tacoma.” I wish Senators interested in the
power gquestion, especially those who are conferees on the
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part of the Senate or members of the eonference committee on
the part of the House of Representatives on the Muscle Shoals
joint resolution, would read this article, which T ask unanimous
consent to have printed as part of my remarks in the CoNGRES-
sIONAL RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair).
out objection, it is so ordered.

(The article referred to appears following the remarks of Mr.
Noreis as Exhibit A.)

Mr. NORRIS. I want to call particular attention to a few
of the statements in this article. I am personally acquainted
with Mr. Bone. I know of his work. I have visited the power
gites to which he refers in the article and have for quite a
number of years kept myself partially, at least, familiar with
the operations of the electric light and power development con-
trolled by the ecity of Tacoma, in the State of Washington. It
is one of the greatest of its kind in the world—not so large, of
course, as are some others—but it is 4 most striking demonstra-
tion of what can be done by the proper control and manage-
ment of the development and distribution of electric energy.

The city of Tacoma as a municipality has been distributing its
own electricity for 36 years. For quite a number of years it
bonght electric current of private companies and sold it to its
citizens, but in 1908 there began an agitation for a municipally
owned generating plant. From that time the city of Tacoma
proceeded to develop electric energy, and it has increased its
facilities constantly.

Its domestic rate goes down as low as 1 cent per kilowatt-
hour. Many of the homes are heated by electricity. For in-
stance, this writer says that his home in the month of Decem-
ber, 1928, consumed 2,249 kilowatt-hours of electricity. That
is a very large amount of electricity. As a rule, in the average
home, the consumption of electric current for lighting purposes,
where the rates are high and the system is owned and operated
by the trust, does not exceed 40 or 50 kilowatt-hours in a month,
and even that is higher even than the average. The writer of
the article, however, heated his house by electricity; all the
cooking in his home was done by electricity, as well as all the
laundry work, all the sweeping, and his house was also lighted
by eleciricity. The charge for all those services for the winter
month of December, 1928, was but $16.55.

If he had lived in the great city of Chicago, the home of Mr.
Ingull, the advocate of blessed private initiative, who sways and
controls the destinies of the people there, and consumed the
same amount of electricity, he would have been compelled to
have paid $98.97. I want the conferees on the Muscle Shoals
joint resclution to think of that.

This municipal plant in the city of Tacema in 1929 made a
net profit of $700,000 and furnished to the people of Tacoma
for domestic and commercial purposes electric current at an
average rate of a little over 1 cent a kilowatt-hour, That is
not all. The plant set aside an adequate amount for deprecia-
tion ; it paid all maintenance charges and interest on its bonds—
which are being reduced every year, so that the plant will soon
he out of debt—and paid to the city of Tacoma in lieu of taxes
$151,304.57. Let the tax experts of the Senate put that in their
pipes and smoke it. They have told us much to the effect that
publicly owned municipal plants do not pay taxes, but the
municipally owned plant in Tacoma paid 7 per cent of ifs in-
come in lieu of taxes, which is more than a private company
would have paid on the same amount of property, at the same
time supplying electricity, commencing at a rate of 414 cenis
and going down to less than 1 cent, making a profit, as I have
sald, in addition of $700,000, and setting aside a sufficient
amount for depreciation to keep the plant and other property
in 100 per cent perfect condition.

Let me say a word or two now about the rates charged by
that municipally owned plant. The domestic lighting rate begins
at 414 cents per kilowatt-hour and drops to 1 cent per kilowatt-
hour. The small home gets the 1-cent rate after using 20 kilo-
watts of current, while the larger homes must nse more current
at the 414-cent rate before getting the 1-cent rate.

Let me refer now to the rates for power. Power rates are
always more or less technical, and it is difficult for the average
person to figure them out. I am going to give the results of
such figuring. The power rates are in two classes: First, where
the number of kilowatt-hours is equal to or less than seventy
times the load measure in kilowatis; second, any remaining
kilowatt-hours after subtracting a number equal to seventy times
the load measure in kilowatts. Following that rule here is the
resulf obtained: Under schedule 1 for the first 500 kilowatts,
2 cents per kilowatt-hour; excess, 1 cent per kilowatt-hour.
Under schedule 2, for the first 20,000 kilowatt-hours, one-half
cent per kilowatt-hour; excess, 0.3 of 1 cent per kilowatt{-hour.
That is for power. The first charge is one-half per cent per
kilowatt-hour, and after 20,000 kilowatt-hours have been con-

With-
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iumed the excess over 20,000 costs only 0.3 of 1 cent a kilowatt-
our.

I have not these figures before me; but the other day I put
irto the Recorp an actual bill charged by the Alabama Power
Co. at Florence, Ala,, fo the Alabama Wagon Works, showing
that the bill for the particular month for which it was ren-
dered was, as I remember, about $322 and some cents; and I
put into the Recorp the same bill figured under the rates of
the Tacoma municipal plant, showing what the same corpora-
tion would have had to pay if they had been located in Tacoma,
Wash.,, instead of Florence, Ala.; and the rate would have been,
as I remember now, less than half what they had to pay.
They would have saved in that one month somewhere between
$150 and $200; and they are located at Florence, Ala., within
sight of Dam No. 2, Muscle Shoals, where the Alabama Power
Co. is buying the juice from the Government at 2 mills a
kilowatt-hour.

What could be done at Florence, Ala, and all the great
South within fransmission distance if they would do there what
they are doing in Tacoma—running for service and not for
the exorbitant profits that they get.

Now I come to the commercial rate. We have had the
domestic rate and the power rate. The next thing is the
cemmercial rate in Tacoma charged to the stores, and so forth

The commercial rate commences at 314 cents and runs down
to one-half cent per kilowatt-hour, where the load goes over
2,500 kilowatf-hours per month. There is a minimum charge
of 75 cents per horsepower, or $1 per kilowatt of maximum
demand, except where the voltage is greater than 500 volts, or
where the service is what is known as an emergeney or break-
down service, where the minimum charge is fixed by the com-
missioner. Contracts for blocks of power greater than 1,000
kilowatts, or for any special length of time, will be negotiated
irdividually.

We have always talked about the farmers. Everybody pre-
tends to be a friend to the farmers; and there is no man who
has tried to do much of anything with Muscle Shoals but who
has pretended, somewhere or other in his argument, that he
was going to help the dear farmer. Those who are opposing
the Senate joint resolution for the management of Muscle
Shoals say that we are not considering the farmer. The
farmer, they say, is not interested in power, He is not inter-
ested in low rates.

Let us see what the farmers around Tacoma get:

The story of Tacoma's marvelous soccess in the power fleld woun!d
lese some of its interest—

Says Mr. Bone—

if I failed to set forth briefly some of the wonderful things it has done
for the farmers of Plerce County (of which Tacoma is the county seat).

They have had an awful fight in the State of Washington
agajnst the Power Trust. They are there now, 100 per cent,
They have tried to interfere in every way with the development
of cheap electricity by municipalities. They have b2en suffi-
ciently powerful to handle the legislature of that State so as
to prevent these munieipalities from extending their lines be-
yond their own limits. Nevertheless, the writer says that the
farmers in that county got together and formed 11 companies
under a law permitting the formation of nonprofit, nonstock
membership corporations—just the kind of corporations that
are provided for in the Senate joint resolution with regard to
glustscle Shoals for the farmers of Alabama and other Southern

tates—

and then came to the city and announced that they were ready to go
into the power business for th 1ves. The city agreed to give them
power and send its engineers (without charge to the farmers) to in-
struct them how to erect their litile power-transmission lines so as to
avold blunders. It sold them elecirical equipment at wholesale from its
warchouses. It allowed them to connect their little power eystems to
the city lines wherever they could be best tied on. At one place on
the highway to the Nisqually power plant the city permitted the
farmers to string their little lines on small cross arms under the high-
tension lines of the city, saving the cost of a pole line. In every way
the city did its utmost fo help.

To-day these farmer lincs. spread over Pierce County like a great
gpider web, serving between 2,500 and 3,000 farm homes with the
cheap power from the Tacoma municipal system.

Now, let us see what they have to pay. What do these
farmers pay?

On the first 20 kilowaits they pay b cents per kilowatt-hour.
That is cheaper than the Alabama Power Co. would give elec-
tricity to a city of 100,000 people. All over 20 kilowatts pays
1 cent a kilowatt-hour. That is what the farmers get wlien
they are in the vicinity of a municipal plant where they are
serving the people rather than trying to spread out over the
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country with a great network of false information to prevent
the development for the benefit of the people of cheap elec-
tricity from the streams and rivers of our country, owned by
the people. The private companies must make enough profit to
carry on this nation-wide propaganda by which they steal into
the back doors of the schools, the lodges, the churches, the
homes, and the business places of the United States to deceive
the pecple and give them false information in regard to what
can be accomplished if we do get Muscle Shoals—what they
have already done in Tacoma, Wash.

EXHIBIT A
[From Public Ownership for May, 1930, p. 911

Tag LIGHT AXD PoweR oF TACOMA—PROGRESSIVE WASHINGTON CITY
8rows WHAT Puenic OwxersHIP CAN Do ror THE PEOPLE—LOWEST
RaTEs 1IN THE CousTRY—FixesT PowEer SYSTEM IN THE WORLD

By Homer T. Bone

The city of Tacoma, Wash., gives to its people the cheapest light and
power rate in the United States. And this outstanding service is pos-
gible through public ownership of one of the finest power systems in the
world, Tacoma is the second elty of the State. It has a population
(estimated) of 125,000, Its harbor is not only the best on Puget
Sound, but is one of the finest in the world. The ocean-borne traffic
passing through Tacoma is enormous. One of the finest publicly owned
ocean terminal systems in the country is located In Tacoma. Its large
shipments of lumber have given the city the title * Lumber Capital of
America.”

MUNICIPAL OWNERSHIP SINCE 1803—36 YHARS

The outstanding achievement of the city of Tacoma is its fine mu-
nicipal light and power system. The city has been in this business
since 1893, when It acquired the plant of a private company. Since
that time the growth of the system has been steady and profitable,
Rates were reduced in the year following the acquisition of the system.
Finding its dynamo capacity insufficient the city negotiated a contract
with a private street-railway company for additional power, and made
a contract in September, 1807, for power at a rate running from 1.05
to 1.75 cents per kilowatt-hour. In 1902 this contract was renewed
with another private company at $0.087 per kilowatt-hour for a
term of filve years. At the cnd of this period another contract, cover-
ing an additional five years, was made at 1.5 eents per kilowatt-hour.

BITTER OPPOSITION—AS USUAL

In 1908 the people of Tacoma decided to cut loose from private
sources of power and build a hydroelectrie plant on the Nisqually River
some 33 miles from the eity. The suggestion met with a bitter cam-
paign of opposition, and for months the friends of the proposal were
assailed as enemies of the city, and intimations were freely made that
these friends of the municipal power plant were trying to graft the pub-
lic. Tacomans were solemnly assured that within a few years they
would be glad to sell the Nisqually * white elepbant” for 30 cents on
the dollar,

“ Eminent engineers™ (whose connections were never clearly dis-
closed) filled the newspapers with doleful stories about the certain
failure of this hydro project. The voters disregarded such statements
and built a 32,000-horsepower hydro plant on the Nisqually River, at a
cost of $2,000,000. Net profits from the Tacoma power system were
sufficient not only to justify a prompt reduction in rates, but also to
retire all of the bonds against this power project in about 12 years.
The light rate was lowered, so that every family got some of its current
at 1 cent per kilowatt-hour. Increased consumption rapidly wiped out
the loss of revenues from these decreased rates.

DEVELOPING A 200,000-HORSEPOWER SYSTEM

In 1917 the city first investigated the present Lake Cushman power
gite. It lies in the Olympic Mountains, some 44 miles by air line from
the city. It was selected and the site purchased and condemned at a
cost of $300,000. The storage basin is from 1 to 3 miles wide and 10
miles long, and impounds 450,000 acre-feet of water. A great dam, 275
feet high, was constructed acrcss a narrow rock eanyon, backing up the
water of the Skokomish River, forming the power basin. A 50,000-
horsepower plant was built at the foot of the dam. This is called the
first unit of the Cushman plant and was finished in 1926, Just below
this power house another diversion dam is being built, which will divert
the water of the river below the first unit into a 2-mile tunnel, where
these waters emerge at the top of a high bluff, where they will be
dropped 475 feet into a power house, called the second unit, where the
city is now installing 75,000 horsepower of gemeration, Later on the
city will add another 37,500 horsepower to this second unit, making a
total of 162,500 horsepower in the Cushman development. The present
development of 125,000 horsepower will be sufficient to earry the city
for several years. The additional unit of 37,500 horsepower will not
be installed until the waters of the south fork of the Skokomish River
are diverted into Lake Cushman by a tunnel through the mountains,
which will greatly increase the storage capacity of the basin.
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DOUBLING ITS STAND-BY STEAM CAPACITY

It was claimed by eritics that the vast Cushman Basin could never
be filled. On November 3, 1927, the basin had filled and water was
running over the safety spillway. It was not until the fearful and
unprecedented drought of the summer and fall of 1929, which hit the
entire Pacific coast, that the Cushman Basin failed to store water in
sufficient quantities to carry its load. This condition was unparalleled
in 50 years of weather reports, and probably will never happen again,
However, to meet sueh a contingeney Tacoma is now engaged in build-
ing a second steam unit, and when this is completed the city will own
steam stand-by plants capable of delivering over 40,000 horsepower in
addition to its three hydropower plants. When the additions to Taco-
ma's power system, now under construction, are completed, Tacoma will
have steam and hydro plants capable of delivering nearly 200,000 horse-
power of energy.

RECENT POWER SHORTAGE ONLY 10 PER CEXT FOR NINE DAYS

As an interesting sidelight on the recent power shortage in the North-
west, it may be observed that the private company serving the neigh-
boring ecity of Vancouver, British Columbia, darkened the streets, cut
street-railway service, and heavily curtailed the use of electric current,
The private power company serving the western section of Washington
tied on the big Government Navy steam plant at the Bremerton Navy
Yard, and a large number of big sawmills with generating plants, to
ennble it to squeeze through, and it called on its power customers to
shift loads during the erisis.

The power shortage in Tacoma actually amounted to less than 10 per
cent of the average use, for some nine days. The restrictions on use
were not arbitrarily enforced against the people of Tacoma, but such
restrictions in use as occurred, were purely voluntary on the part of the
people of this city.

The total gross revenues of the Tacoma municipal light system in 1929
were $2,271,452,32, Under the city charter, the light department paid
T per cent of these receipts into the eity treasury general fund to aid
the taxpayers. This eontribution (in leu of taxes—public plants be-
ing tax free) amounted to $151,304.57—a big contribution when con-
sidered in the light of the fact that the Tacoma system gives our people
the cheapest light and power rates in the Nation. In 1920, this contri-
bution to the taxpayers was raised to 7% per cent of the gross receipts.

1 CENT A KILOWATT-HOUR—DOMESTIC RATE

In December, 1928, the writer consumed 2,249 kilowatt-hours of cur-
rent in his home. It cost $16.55. Compare this charge with the charge
for similar service In any city served exclugively by a private power
company. (In Chicago, where Sam Insull and private ownership rule
supreme, no one would ever dream of using 2,249 kilowatt-hours of elee-
tricity in a home in a single month. But if they did it would cost
$98.97, or over five times as much in a city 30 times as large as Tacoma.)
In Tacoma, the home owner may freely enjoy all sorts of accessories,
ranges, electric-water heaters and other electric eguipment, at a cost
which makes their use cheap and desirable. It is doubtful if there is
a city in the country of the same population with so many electric ranges
in use, The rate structure so arranged that the current cost for ranges
is 1 cent per kilowatt-hour for practically all eurrent used.

KET PROFITS $700,000 IN 1928

In 1928, the city sold and billed 171,683,751 kilowatt-hours of cur-
rent to consumers, During 1829 the ecity sold and billed to consumers
227,714,666 kilowatt-hours. It will be observed that the increased con-
Eumption of current in 1929 was more than 25 per cent over the amount
consumed in 1928, One will probably look in vain for a city showing
such an enormous increase of consumption in one year. This consufp-
tion represents all schedules combined. In 19020 the city received for
this current $2,271,452.32, which means that for all current sold, the
city received just a trifle over 1 cent per kilowatt-hour. Even with the
acute power shortage during a brief period in the fall of 1929, which
cost the city a large sum of money, the net profits for 19289 were over
§700,000.

The gross receipts of the water department for 1929 were $808,598.87.
No gross-earnings tax was imposed that year on the water system, due
to certain concesslons on water-bydrant. rentals, but it is expected that
the water department will pay 7 per cent of its gross receipts into the
general fund next year.

It may interest your readers to learn that both the light and water
utilities in Tacoma are operated as separate business enterprises, and
the city purchases water and light from its own utilities the same as
it would from a private enterprise,

AN $11,000,000 PROJECT—4$85 PER HORSEPOWER

The total cost of the two units of the Lake Cushman power system
(unit No. 2 now under construction) is $11,000,000. This is approxi-
mately $88 per horsepower, based on the present installation of 125,000
horsepower generation. When the south fork of the Skokomish River
is diverted into the Cushman Basin, and the sdditional 27,500 horse-
power of generation is installed in the second unit at an additional cost
of approximately $2,000,000, the final and complete power system at
Cughman will develop 162,500 horsepower at an approximate cest of

-
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$80 per horsepower. (This Is a remarkably low cost of installation.
Yet it Is claimed that when all of the units of this gystem are completed
the cost per horsepower will be as low as $45. Contrast this with the
capital debt of one of the largest of the private power companies in the
Northwest which is sald to represent over $475 per horsepower.) It
is doubtful if any private concern in the country can show a cost ae-
count like this. When it is borne in mind that this capital debt will
be retired in large annual installments until the entire eost is all paid.
the significance of this sort of sane and sound financing becomes ap-
parent to any thoughtful person. In a comparatively few years, Tacoma
will own this magnificent system, without a dollar of debt against it.

The entire cost of the Cushman plant was not borne by the sale of
utility bonds—bonds payable solely from revenues and not a lien on the
plant. A portion of the eost came direetly out of current revenues to
the extent of $3.150,000, At the present moment, there is ontstand-
ing $5,685,000 in utility bonds. This debt, which will rapidly diminish,
is agalnst a magnificent power system, with a book value of over §20,-
000,000 and which in the hands of a private power company would
have a rate-making value of over $30,000,000. These bonds are all
serial in form, and will be retired in large annual installments. The
last issue of utility bonds (sold in the midst of the power shortage)
were gralbed up by bond buyers at 4% per cent. These buyers have
a very wholesome respect for the splendid financial standing of the
Tacoma municipal system. These bond issues are backed solely by the
earnings of the system.

REACHING OUT FOR MORE POWER

The enormous increase of consumption due in large part to these
chieap rates, is foreing the city to reach out for more sources of power
to meet the future demands on the system. A short time ago the city
filed on what is ealled the Packwood Lake power gite, in the Cascade
Mountains, about 75 miles from the city. This gite will produce about
60,000 horsepower with a water head of 1,800 feet. The city also
plans to further develop the Nisqually River power site (on which its
first small 32,000 horsepower plant was built) by building a huge dam
across the river and creating a large lake that will produce 300,000
horsepower of electric energy. Both the Packwood and greater Nis-
qually projects will follow the present expansion of the Lake Cushman
development. It thus appears that Tacoma has under its control and
expects to develop in the future sources of electric enmergy in excess of
500,000 horsepower. And this will be the property of the people and
a never-ending source of the cheapest power in the Nation, Taeoma is
ghowing the country what a city can do for its own people.

Under municipal ownership in Tacoma rates already the lowest in
the country are going down because the indebtedness is being paid off.
Private companies never retire their capital accounts but by devious
and subtle methods increase them and thus inflate their rate base and
keep rates up. There is no escape from the resulting perpetual burden
under private ownership.

OPERATING COSTS THE LOWEST—CITY PAYS UNION WAGES

The operating costs of the Tacoma light system are lower than those
of its private competitors in this State. It does not carry in this
account the inevitable political contributions so necessary to the pro-
gram of the private combines. And it pays unlon scales of wages to

its men, which, incidentally, are considerably higher than those paid by

its private opponent in this eection of the State. The city enjoys a
complete monopoly of all lighting business and a practical monopoly of
all the industrial power business within the eity. The city charter
excludes competition in the lighting field, and the one private competitor
in the industrial power fleld has been denied a renewal of its franchise,
which expires in June, 1930. It now has about 30 customers.

The diversion of funds from the light system will be interesting to
your readers. In 1927 the city expended light funds as follows:

Distribution of the light department dollar in 1929 (Taecoma, Wash.)

Per cent

Interest on bonded debt_ 44 8.2
Depreciation (including extensions and betterments) 18. 2
Redemption of utility bond 11.5
Expended on Cushman project 17. 5
General exy 37.6
Taxes paid to eity 7.0
Total 100. 0

Of the item of 18.2 per cent for depreciation, 14.5 per cent was car-
ried into the depreciation account and 3.7 per cent expended through
the * extension and betterments”-aecount, but in actual practice, the
city uses its depreciation seccount to keep the system in 100 per cent
operating efficiency, so that the whole of the 18.2 per cent was used for
this purpose.

You will note the liberal use of “ current revenucs™ to build the
Cushman piant, This eliminates the necessity of bonds to the extent
that revenues can be diverted for building purposes,

LOWEST RATES IN THE NATION

The domestic-light rate begins at 414 cents and drops to 1 cent per
kilowatt-hour. A small home geis the 1-cent rate after using 20 kilo-
watt-hours of current, The larger the home, the more it must nse at
41, cents before getting the 1-cent rate B‘Jc:or space is measured to
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apply this primary 414-cent rate. This means that practically every
home in Tacoma can use most of the current on the l-cent rate. Hun-
dreds of homes have a heating rate of one-half cent per kilowstt-hour,
and there are apartments in Tacoma heated exclusively by electricity,
with no chimney.

The commercial power rate is in accordance with the quantity used
in any ene month, as measured in kilowatt-hours. For the purpose of
computing the bill, the number of kilowatt-hours of electric eurrent is
divided into two portions:

(1) The number of kilowatt-hours equal to or less than seventy times
the load measured in kilowatts.

(2) Any remaining kilowatt-hours after subtracting a number equal
to seventy times the load measurcd in kilowatts.

The first portion shall be charged in accordanmce to Schedule No. 1
below, and the second portion according to Schedule No. 2 below :

Schedule No. 1: First 5,000 kilowatt-hours 2 cents per kilowatt-hour.
Excess, 1 cent per kilowatt-hour,

Schedule No. 2: First 20,000 kilowatt-hours, one-half cent per kilo-
watt-hour. Excess, 0.3 of 1 cent per kilowatt-hour.

Tacoma has owned and operated its municipal light and power sys-
tem for 36 years. It is now valued at $20,000,000; is being extended
into a 200,000-horsepower eapacity, including both steam and hydro
plants; is paying for itself out of surplus earnings; contributing
$151,304 per year to general c¢ity funds and earning $700,000 profits
per year, all with the lowest rates in the United States.

There is a minimum charge of 75 cents per horsepower, or $1 per
kilowatt of maximum demand, except where the voltage is greater than
500 volts or where the service is what is known as an emergency or
breakdown. service, where the minimum charge is fized by the commis-
sioner. Contracts for blocks of power greater than 1,000 kilowatts, or
for any special length of time, will be negotiated individually, with the
approval of the eity conncil. The charter allows the city couneil to
make power confracts extending for 10 years.

The commercial lighting rate runs from 3% cents down to, one-half
cent per kilowatt-hour where the load goes over 2,500 kilowatt-hours per
month. The charge for this service Is slightly increased where the
city furnishes fixtures, lamps, and renewal service. Churches and fra-
ternal organizations receive the same rate as dwellings,

THE CITY RETIRES ITS DEBT—COMPANIES DO NOT

Underlying the principle of public ownership is the sane and healthy
practice of retiring any debt against the plant in large yearly install-
ments. The present debt of the Tacoma light department (£5,885,000)
is wholly due to very recent expansions in connection with the new
Cushman development. This debt will disappear in a very few years,
Prior to the issuance of these bonds the light department was entirely
free from debt. This practice should be contrasted with that of pri-
vate companies, which never retire their stock and bond issues. If a
bond issue is retired it is generally by a refunding process which leaves
the debt intact, with the usual costs incident to such a transaction,
Stocks and bonds of private power companies constitute a perpetual
debt upon which the public must forever pay Interest and dividends.

NO RELIEF UNDER PRIVATE OWNERSHIP

Systems of private financing do not permit of any relief from this
burden. The defects are inhercnt in the system of private financing.
Under gystems of public regulation where a “ rate base” is determined
by State regulatory bodies, there is always a struggle, which Is political
in character, to inflate this rate base out of all true proportion to legiti-
mate investments. This has been proven times without number in the
now celebrated * reproduction cost ™ cases before the courts, By inject-
ing fictitions values into a * rate base™ these companies escape the
charge of watering their stock, for by this process of law they are per-
mitted to water a rate base, which is infinitely more clever, The fragic
part of the story is that this is accomplished under forms of law.

MERGERS AND MONOPOLY MEAN PERPETUAL BURDENS

All over the country gigantic power concerns are merging into huge
trusts, occupying vast areas of territory. Every one of these mergers
calls for a readjustment of the flnancial structures of the companies,
which means new and added values on which the public must forever
pay interest and dividends. Systems of public regulation of these pri-
vate companies generally exclude competition (through so-called cer-
tificate of necessity laws), thereby creating a soulless monopoly.
Thoughtful people will contrast this form of perpetuating burdens on
the people with the wholesome system used in Tacoma, where plant ex-
pansions are financed with utility bonds which are paid off within a
few years from plant earnings, which ultimately result in the plant
becoming the absolute property of the people without a dollar of capital
investment therein. Under such a system there remains nothing but
operating expenses to pay and a proper reserve for depreciation. The
gystem is simple, sane, and satisfactory, and has been proven to be such
by a lifetime of experience. No careful lawyer will challenge the feasi-
bility and safety of such a set-up.

Under systems of public regulation, if a private power company does
not make what it considers an adequate return on its rate base, all that
it needs to do is to raise its rates. Its return on this valuation for
rote-making purposes is practically guaranteed by law. In this * re-
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turn ” the company may include all of its operating expenses in which
are incorporated contributions for political purposes. The people are
thus placed in the position of belng compelled, involuntarily, to con-
tribute to the political manipulation of the private companies which is
aimed at maintaining the highest rate that can be imposed under the
law,

THREE TOWNS AND FARMERS GET LOWEST-COST CUREENT IN THE COUNTRY

The story of Tacoma's marvelous success in the power field would lose
some of its interest if 1 failed to set forth briefly some of the wonderful
things it has done for the farmers of Pierce County (of which Tacoma
is the county seat). When the Nisqually hydroelectric plant was fin-
ished, farmers for miles around Tacoma wanted thls cheap power. How
to got it was the problem, but the farmers solved it. They got together
and formed 11 companies under a law permitting the formation of non-
profit, nonstock, membership corporations, and then came to the clty
and announced that they were ready to go into the power business for
themselves. The city agreed to give them power, and sent its engineers
(without charge to the farmers) to instruct them how to erect their
little power transmission lines so as to avold blunders. It sold them
electrical equipment at wholesale from its warehouses. It allowed them
to conneet their little power systems to the ecity lines wherever they
could be best tied on. At one place on the highway to the Nisqually
power plant the eity permitted the farmers to string their little lines
on small eross arms under the high-tension lines of the city, saving the
cost of a pole line. In every way the city did its utmost to help,

A GOOD SAMARITAN TO THE FARMER

To-day these farmer lines spread over Pierce County like a great
spider web, serving between 2,500 and 3,000 farm homes with the cheap
power from the Tacoma munieipal system. These * baby " farmer
lines—quaint little distribution systems, erected by the farmers them-
selves in many instances—were built at a cost running from $500 to
$800 per mile. They conform to safety standards set by the State.

Farmers and rural communities surrounding Tacoma enjoy the ad-
vantages of municipal ownership. Farm rates begin at 5 cents per kilo-
watt-hour—which is 3 cents less than in Chicago—and drop to 1 cent
after the first 20 kilowatt-hours. The farmers’ mutual companies are
allowed the wholegale rate the same as manufacturing plants in the
city, which is the lowest in the United States. For large consumers the
farm rate goes down to as low as 3 mills per kilowatt-hour.

The lowest rate in Tacoma is the wholesale power rate. This is given
to the huge manufacturing plants. It is the lowest power rate in the
United States. The city gives the same rate to the farmer lines. On a
sufficiently large consumption during the month this rate runs down to
a little over 3 mills per kilowatt-hour. The ecity has been a good
samaritan to the farmers in Pierce County, whose little farm homes, as
far as 50 miles from the eity, know the comforts that electricity brings.
Small wonder that these men swear by Tacoma.

FARM RATES FROM 5 CENTS TO ONE-THIED OF A CENT PER KILOWATT-HOUR

The local wing of the Power Trust also operates in Pierce County,
and has for years filled the air with its howls of protest over this
arrangement. It has tried repeatedly to disrupt the companies and
desttoy this fearful object lesson in community cooperatlon and self-
help. The cheap power rates these farmers enjoy Is a constant menace
to its rate structure. Soon after the city started to sell the farmer
companies, the friends of the trust in the State legislature repealed
the law permitting cities to sell power outside their corporate limits
(this in 1915), but the city still takes on every farmer company organ-
ized. The only condition imposed is that the company shall be a non-
profit, mutual organization, distributing to members at cost. Washing-
ton has an initiative law, and any effort to stop the city in aiding the
farmers would bring about a campaign to restore the lost legal right.
The trust does not care to invoke this sort of a fight, and contents
itself with underhand efforts to disrupt the companies and convince the
farmers that they should abandon their own companies and pay the
trust several times as much for current. Needless to say, this effort
has been fruitless,

Here is one good reason why the farmers cling to their own power
systems. This rate of a typical company will explain. Members are
charged as follows :

First 20 kilowatt-hours at 5 cents per kilowatt-hour.

All over the first 20 at 1 cent per kilowatt-hour.

DRUDGERY TAKES WINGS

Cheap Tacoma power runs motors, pumps water, heats homes, saws
wood, and does everything else that electricity will do. Drudgery takes
wings when this giant who works so cheaply puts in an appearance.
No wonder the private power interests hate Tacoma and spread slime
all over the Nation in an effort to discredit a city that does this sort
of thing. Tacoma rates and the rates of the farmer lines of Pierce
County are an unanswerable indictment of trust methods.

ARTICLE BY CHARLES E. BOWLES ON * FALLACIES IN OIL"

Mr. PINE. Mr. President, I desire to have printed in the
Recosp an article entitled * Fallacies in Oil"
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There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed
in the REcorD, as follows:

[From the Independent Petroleum Association of America Monthly for
June, 1930, p. 12]

FALLACIES IX O1IL—THE FaLLAcy oF OvERPRODUCTION IN 19290
By Charles E. Bowles

Wounld you belieye the statement that the great mid-continent field,
the greatest ofl-producing area in the world, didn't produce enough crude
oil last year to supply the combined shortage of the Gulf coast area
and the entire area eust of the Mississippi River?

Well, it's a fact, nevertheless.

And would you believe the statement that there was a tremendous
* overproduction ” in the mid-continent last year?

Well, that's a fallacy. It isn't troe.

Unfortunately, however, probably 99 per cent of the people in the
United States believe it’s a fact. We have had the idea of overproduc-
tion shot at us from every possible angle for so long that many of us
in the ofl industry bave actually come to believe that overproduction Is
a fact instead of a fallacy.

And if we folks _that are in the oil industry belleve such fallacies
about our own industry, then it shouldn't be especially surprising that
the owners of the 26,000,000 motor vehicles in the United States aren't
well informed about the real facts and the fundamental conditions in
the oil industry, should it? Neither should it be surprising that some
of the things that these millions of people believe to be facts about the
oil industry are in réality fallacies.

It's a rare exception when anyone develops a real Interest in any
industry outside of [the one that supports him. Our avocations run
mostly to golf, hunting, fishing, motoring—in fact, about everything
except sitting down and making a real, serious study of any industry or
btisiness other than our own. And the result is that the great masses of
the Ameriean people-—millions upon millions of them—are “ too busy to
bother about the ofl industry.” And they are going to continue to be
“too busy " until sach time as they are convinced that some of the
things that they hdve been believing about the oil industry are in
reality fallacies—just shrewd propaganda in which fallacies have been
80 dexterously, so subtly, and so unobtrusively intermingled with facts
as to be absolutely beyond their power of separation.

But regardless of the effect that such fallacies have upon the millions
of people outside of the oil industry, the fact remains that, in the name
of these fallacies, a chain of crushing conditions is slowly being forged
about the *independents " in the oil industry,

The responsibility for exposing these fallacies and these econditions
and “telling the world " about them rests squarely upon the shoulders
of the independents within the industry, The great mass of the people
will become genuinely interested in the cause of the independents only
when they clearly realize that the thing the independents are fighting
for reaches right down into their own pocketbooks.

In a hundred years of industrial history in the United States there
are very few instances where the powerful interests within an industry
have voluntarily and cf their own initiative righted the wrongs, the use
of which gave them their tremendous power. With few exceptions,
flagrant abuses of the 'ndustrial power have been righted only when the
minority interests, the *‘independents,” if you please, actively exposed
the fallacies and the ciushing conditions of that industry and then took
their cause to the co:nmon people, never forgetting that the common

‘people had a pocketbook interest that only the independents could be

depended upon to safeguard.

“ BARE-ENUCKLE ~ DAYS

A splendid illustration of this is furnished by the crushing conditions
that for years the old Standard Ofil Co. imposed upon the independents,
and that finally resulted in the famous dissolution decree of 1911,
That was in the “ bare-knuckle "' days, when drastie policies were issued
and executed without the use of piano-polished * propaganda " that pre-
pared the minds of the people for the program and practically assured
their commendation of it. Confiscation was confiscation, bold and
cefiant, and not dignified with a gentler but similar-sounding name,

And right here let us emphasize the fact that the preparation and
dissemination of propaganda is to-day one of our most carefully stondied
and commercially effective arts. It is especially effective as used by
seme of our larger industries. It is utilizing some of the Drightest
minds and ablest pens in the United States—and, in many instances,
without the writers: really knowing it. Therein lies the final touch
of power of the insidious, seductive, persuasive, plausible type of propa-
ganda.

The " molding of public opinion" is one of our greatest industries
to-day, and there are a thousand ways to do it. And publie opinion
that, after long years of careful nurturing, has come to think along
certain lines and to accept fallacies as facts, can be depended upon by
those who have * done the molding” just as certainly as any other
great force can be depended upon to function along clearly defined lines.
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Just as an example of some of the carefully nurtured fallacies that
are almost universally accepted by the great mass of people in the
United States, let's take the much-discussed one of overproduction.

Easily 90 per cent of the people in the United States actually believe
that the oll industry is to-day in a state of overproduction—and
that the ease is chronie—been producing “ too much ofl * lo these many
years. This bogey of overproduction is the pet fallacy of the oil
propagandists, and out of it has sprung a whole family of fallacies
that will be dealt with in subsequent articles, Igroring the years prior
to 1929—for in 1929, for the first time, the United States produced a
billion barrels of crude oil; let's look carefully at the faets about 1029
and see if there was an actual overproduetion of crude ofl last year.

You will note from the accompanying map [omitted] that the east
coast area (marked “A" on the map) did not produce a barrel of oil
last year., And it hasn't produced a barrel of oll since the beginning of
the industry in 1859. However, its refineries run 172,434,000 barrels
last year.

The Appalachian area (B) produced 25,962,000 barrels of crude oil
and run 33,802,000 barrels to stills. It was * short™ 7,840,000 barrels
of producing as much as it run to stills.

The Indiana-Illinois area (C) produced 20,914,000 barrels and run
110,249,000 barrels to stills. It was “sghort” 89,435,000 barrels of
producing as much crude oil as it run to stills.

In order to emphasize the *shortage” of crude ofl east of the
Mississippi River last year let's set these figures down in a table, as
fellows :

Area Run to stills

Barrels

172, 434, 000
33, 802, 000

110, 349, 000

316, 585, 000
269, 709, 000

East coast.

Ap fan.__
Indiana-1llinois. .

Total_
*“Shortage’’.

In the last few years there has been an amazing expansion in refining
in the Gulf coast area, which the following tabulation will emphasize :

Area Production | Run to stills

Barrels
T Qilepast_ o = S S e e i 43, 334, 000 153, 380, 000
Lonisiana Gulleoast -~ - ol Ciror ot Lot 7, 235, 000 50, 651, 000
i Ve e i L A S e s 55,574,000 | 204,031,000
N T e N e ) 148, 457, 000

If to the Gulf coast shortage of 148457,000 barrels we add the
shortage of 269,709,000 barrels for the use of the Mississippi, we
Lave a grand total shortage of 418,166,000 for the year 1029,

There are only three sources from which this shortage of 418,166,000
barrels could possibly be supplied—the mid-continent, California, and
foreign oil imported into the United States.

A careful study of the map shows that in the mid-continent we had
the following condition :

Area Production | Run to stills

Barrels Barrels
Oklahoma-Kansas. ... ot —---| 208,579, 000 115, 549, 000
Intamd e s T R e e 250, 102, 000 58,313, 000
Arkansas-northern Louisiana______.____________________ 38, 070, 000 24, 777, 000
Total ... 584,751,000 | 198, 539, 000
Surplus. S SEa sl 386, 212, 000

This means that in 1929 the area east of the Mississippl and the Gulf
const area had a combined shortage of 418,166,000 barrels, while the
mid-continent had a surplus of 386,212,000 barrels,

And isn't it a staggering surprise to see that if the area east of
the Mississippi and the Gulf coast tried to supply their entire shortage
from the mid-continent that the mid-continent would have fallen
31,954,000 barrels short of being able to supply their shortage. Of
course, mid-continent erude is higher gravity than the oil (much of it
foreign oil) run in Atlantic seaboard refineries; but, allowing for that,
the mid-continent alone could not possibly have supplied the shortage
east of the Mississippi and the Gulf coast even if every surplus barrel
from the mid-continent had been shipped to these areas.

CUTTING THE PRICE

Ponder these * facts " carefully, Mr. Independent Producer of Crude
0il, and contrast them with the * fallacies " that you have been listen-
ing to for years. Check them up with the * explanation,” for instanee,
that the mid-continent had a stagger overproduetion, and that the
price would have to be drastically cut to prevent a lot of irresponsible
independents from drilling their heads off and ruining the industry.
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And how much do you think that that neat little piece of propaganda
was worth to the peoplé who had the power to cut the price? About
how many millions of dollars did it save them—and how muech did it
cost you?

But let's turn back to the other two areas. In 1929 the Rocky Moun-
tain area (1) produced 26,360,000 barrels of crude ofl and run 25,443,000
barrels to stills. It had a surplus of 917,000 barrels, an amount
that was negligible, especially as large shipments of Rocky Mountain
crude have been going for years to Canadian refineries that are sub-
gidiaries of the Standard of New Jersey.

California in 1929 produced 292,037,000 barrels of crude oil and run
243,110,000 barrels to stills. This left a * statistieal” surplus of 48.-
927,000 barrels, much of which was nonrefinable crude, hence not avail-
able to supply the shortage of the Gulf coast or the area east of the
Mississippi.

THE MAP

In studying the accompanying map you will note that the United
States Bureau of Mines has divided the United States into 10 refining
areas, and while the figures inserted on the map are for the year 1929,
the fact remains that for many years prior to 1020 the same general
condition prevalled in these areas. That is, the east coast, the Ap-
palachian area, the Indiana-Illinois area, the Texas Gulf coast area, and
the Louisiana Gulf coast area have for years been “shortage™ areas,
whereas the mid-continent area, the Rocky Mountain area, and California
have been “ surplus " areas.

In other words, the five “ shortage areas have not for many years
produced as much crude oil as they have run to stills, And the five
“ surplus " areas have not run to stills as much crude oil as they have
produced,

In the light of these facts, how can you talk about “ overproduction”
in areas that have always produced more than they have refined? Or
how can we have overproduction in the United States as a whole when
the total surplus crude in the five areas that always have a surplus is
less than the shortage in the five areas that always have a shortage?

Of course, somebody will rise up and say that overproduction is a
‘“ purely local problem,” the answer to which is that the shortage in
the Gulif coast and east of the Mississippi is also a “ purely local prob-
lem "—and neither of which statements really answers the question.

And, as it is a fact that for years the surplus from the five surplus
areas has about balanced the shortage from the five shortage areas,
wouldn't it seem to be both sound business and stanch patriotism to
give first consideration, in the solution of our oil problem, to United
States oil and give only such consideration to forelgn oil as will supply
our shortage, and not flood us with a surplus that will rnin our
markets?

Had this policy been carried out for the last 10 years, how much
higher would the price of crude oil in the mid-continent have been,
and how many millions of dollars more would it have brought to the
producers of crude oil?

Figure it out for yourself, and then decide how big dividends the
propaganda of overproduction has paid those who sponsored it.

BEVISION OF THE TAEIFF

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, we are trying to arrange
and settle the question of the merchant marine bill. In that
hlope I desire to take just a few minutes to talk about something
else,

I think the tariff bill now before the Senate is the most re-
markable tariff bill ever passed by the Congress. I do not think
any other tariff bill ever had two reports. I do not recall it,
either from my own experience or from history. In addition to
that, I do not think any other tariff bill was ever sent back to
conference on points of order. There may have been other in-
stances of that, but not where two separate and distinet reports
were both sent back upon points of order.

All of that shows me, Mr. President, and I think shows rhe
country, that the great industrial interests of our country have
been so rampant, so impefuous, so determined to get something
from the Government for their special interest and for their spe-
cial benefit that they have taken remarkable chances in the
preparation of this bill.

For instance, President Hoover recommended that a bill be
passed providing for farm relief by the tariff route, and limited
revision as to some articles where an inereased tariff was
necessary. The House disregarded what he suggested about the
matter and brought in the highest tariff bill that has ever been
prepared. The Senate majority, not content with that, went
ahead and increased the rates tremendously. Not satisfied with
that, when the bill went to conference the importunate inter-
ests, eraving more and more all the time, not satisfied with what
the House had done and not satisfied with what the Senate had
done, lobbied around the conference, and got many things in the
conference that the Viee President has thrown out. These
things show that the bill was a graft, it was a steal, from the
very beginning.
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Mr, Precident, T am Inclined to think that the vote on this
tariff bill is going to be exceedingly close. I think it will be
closer than many people think. I sincerely hope the bill will
be defeated. It ought to be defeated. .

In this connection I want fo read for just a moment an edi-
torial from the Washington Daily News of May 20 which, if
seems to me, is the best adviee that has been given this body
and the body at the other end of the Capitol since the fariff
bill has been under discussion.

The title of the editorial is:

The Senate must kill the bill.

Remember, this was written on May 20.

The United States Senate must vote within a few days either to
enact or to kill a tariff bill that contains unmitigated disaster for the
American people. The way was cleared late yesterday afternoon.

I want to say that the majority in control of the Senate did
not take the way that was suggested by this paper on May 20.
Now, another time comes; another opportunity is offered to kill
this bill; and I want to say that I think it ought to be killed.
This second opportunity ought not to be turned down. It may
not be to the benefit of my party that the bill be killed ; but in
the interest of the American people, in the interest of the tax-
payers of this country, it is clearly the duty of this body to kill
this bill, and I hope it will be killed whenever it is voted on.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee
yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. MCKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator will permit me to observe
that it is very easy to indulge in what Rufus Choate called
“glittering generalities,” or what a backwoods statesman called
“ general glitteralities”; but does the editorial in question—or
will the Senator point out—any specific item as to which he
thinks an extortionate, an indefensible rate has been suggested?

Mr. McKELLAR. There are a great many of them. I am
not going to take the time to go through the bill. I will men-
tion an outstanding one right here, however—one that affects
every household in America.

You put an extortionate tariff on sugar. The Tariff Commis-
sion which the Senator and I helped to constitute, and which
wis supposed to be a fair body, several years ago said that the
tariff of $1.76 that now exists on sugar ought to be reduced, as
I remember the figures, to $1.26; and, notwithstanding that
scientific report, this Congress has raised the tariff on sugar,
going to the table of every American citizen, high and low,
rich and poor, taxing the poor people quite as much as it does
the rich, You have gone into every home in this land and put
an extortionate tariff on sugar.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President——

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will wait just a mo-
ment:

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I merely wish to ask one other ques-
tion.

Mr. McKELLAR. Surely; the Senator is always courteous.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I had not intended to engage in de-
bate on this subject, and I may not hereafter; but, touching
sugar, it has occurred to me that the rate suggested would be
helpful to Louisiana, it would be helpful to Colorado, it may
be helpful to California, and to other States. I am a protec-
tive-tarifft man. I would vote for a rate which would help
Tennessee as gladly as I would vote for a rate which would
help North Carolina or Maine or California. We are one
family, one nation, one people,

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, Mr. President, the Senator would do
it. The Senator is perfectly willing to vote for special inter-
ests, as I understand it, anywhere in the United States, whether
in California, Louisiana, Tennessee, or any other State. I un-
derstand his position. It is true that if this exorbitant tariff
duty on sugar is made the law, it will benefit the sugar planters
down in Leuisiana to a very small degree. It may to a large
degree, but I say to a small degree because there are very few
engnged in planting sugar in comparison with all the rest of
the people. My recollection is that last year not more than
about 40,000,000 pounds of sugar were raised in Lowsiana. It
is a very inconsequential amount. Yet, in order to help the
few planters down there, and the few planters in the Senator's
State, and a few sugar planters elsewhere, the Senator and his
party are willing to tax all of the American people to this
enormous extent.

I want to continue to read thig splendid advice:

Yesterday the Senate, in effect, eliminated two provisions it pre-
viously had written into the bill. One was the debenture you have
read so mueh about. There isn't much to be sald in defense of the
debenture, sayve that it attempted to give farmers an advantage similar
to that given to certain industries.
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I do not agree with the writer of this article when he says
it would not have much effect, bnt when he points out that it
merely puts agriculture on the same basis with other indus-
tries, he states what was the purpose of the debenture, and it
ought fo have been continued in this bill, and becaunse it is not
in the bill, the bill ought to be defeated, just as this newspaper
man advises. I read further:

The present tarift bill having been concocted in a speclal session of
Congress called for farm relief, some Benators—for a time a majority
of them—sought to carry out the purpose of the special session in that
manner. But yesterday the vote was against them and the debenture
went out.

At the same time the Senate abandoned its effort to keep the tariff
bill within the limitations of the United States Constitution. By a
vote of 43 to 42—the deciding vote being the Vice President’s—it gave
up lts fight over the thing you've heard called the flexible clause. This
leaves with the President, if the bill becomes law, the power to raise
or lower the tariff schedule as he may desire. In other words, it puta
in the President's hands the power of taxation, explicitly reserved to
Congress by the Constitution.

In that the writer of this article is absolutely correct. When
we put this particular flexible clause into this bill we violated
the plain mandate of the Constitution of the United States,

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. In just one moment.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Very well.

Mr. McKELLAR. I want to finish this; it is very short. I
read further:

It is dificult to see what the Senate now can do exeept vote to kill
the bill.

The Senate spent months endeavoring to improve it. Aslde from the
two features above deseribed, the Senate voted numerous reductions in
the indefensible rates written by the House Ways and Means Committes,
These rates, for the most part, have now been restored by the House-
Senate conference committee.

The full iniquity of the bill as it now stands is understood by the
Sepate. There are few Senators who can vote for it without voting
against their own intelligence. The Senate—unlike the House—has
given the bill serious study; it has gone through Ii, rate by rate, from
beginning to end. Unfettered by administration gag rules that render
the House dumb and helpless, the Senate has discussed every item.

The Benate knows:

That a vote for the bill is a betrayal of the official pledges of both
the Republican and Democratic platforms.

That it will add hundreds of millions of dollars to the annual cost
of living in America. :

That it means a declaration of trade war with the rest of the world,
33 nations having already prepared to retaliate.

That it will close the foreign markets on which our export trade and
millions of our workers depend.

That it will hkamper mass production, shut down factories, and increase
the army of unemployed.

That it will prevent the return of prosperity.

Knowing these things—and it does know them—will the Senate fail
to kill the bill?

The opportunity will come when the conference committee submits
its report.

The conference committee has submitted two reports. Both
of them have been sent back, having been rejected, by the
opinion of the Vice President, universally acquiesced in by the
Senate, because nobody has taken an appeal from his rulings,
which means that these reports have been sent back becapse
the conferees have been trying to legislate. First the House,
then the Senate, now the conferees, have been raising rates,
doing everything to make this the most iniquitous measure that
has ever been passed by the Congress in all of its history.

Mr. President, I think the statements in this editorial point
out the conditions exactly as they exist before the Senate to-day.
I believe instead of several hundred million, as pointed out, it
will mean a taxation of a billion dollars upon the American
people when we pass this bill.

The great shame of it all is that when we put this enormous
tax upon the Ameriean people we are not taxing those who are
best able to pay the taxes, we are taxing the plain, everyday
working man and working woman in this country in equal meas-
ure with those who have more of this world’s goods. It is an
indefensible tax; it ought not to be put on, and I sincerely hope
it will not be put on.

Now I yield to the Senator from California.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Sena-
tor if he thinks that the placing of 7 cents a pound on long-
staple cotton was an iniquitous, unwise thing to do?

Mr. McKELLAR. I can not better explain what I think
about it than to say that I am going to vote against it, and I
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praise the Lord that It and every other increase of the tariff,
and every other tariff imposition in this bill, will be over-
whelmingly beaten. If it can not be overwhelmingly beaten, 1
will be satisfied if it is beaten by 1 vote, or 2 votes, or 3 votes.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
further?

Mr, McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I hold in my hand Concurrent Resolu-
tion No. 14, passed by the Legislature of the State of Missis-
sippi. It was adopted by the house of representatives January
17, 1930, and by the senate January 23, 1930, passing the latter
body, the Senate of the great State of Mississippi, by a vote of
84 ayes to 1 no. I ask permission to have this resolution incor-
porated in the REcorp.

Mr. McKELLAR. At the end of my remarks?

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; at the end of the remarks of the
Senator from Tennessee,

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection in the world to that.
I think some special interests, some cotton interests down there,
got the legislature to pass that sort of a resolution, I in}agzne
they thought that everybody in the country was grabbing in
and getting as much out of the Government as they could.
Every special interest, from the makers of shoes and clocks
and watehes and handkerchiefs to the producers of sugar, was
getting his, and probably the members of the legislature thought
they might put their hands into the grab bag and get the right
to tax the people as much as possible. But I just do not agree
with it. Forty Mississippi Legislatures could have passed such
a bill, the Tennessee Legislature could have passed such a bill,
but I would not have thought it was right. I do not believe in
the principle of taxing all the people for the benefit of a few
special interests in this eountry.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, the Legislature of Mis-
sissippi in this Concurrent Resolution No. 14 said:

Whereas the Democratic Party at the Houston National Convention
bave abandoned a demand for a * tariff for revenue only” as a party
prineiple.

Does the Senator agree with that?

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not think it abandoned it, but it put
a clause in the platform I was not in favor of, and when I was
asked during the campaign of 1928 to ratify that clause, I de-
¢lined to do so. I never have done so, and I do not believe in it.
1 did not believe in it then, and I do not believe in it now, even
though such a makeshift proposal as was put in the platform
was adopted. It was the law of that campaign, and I stood by
it during the campaign so far as party candidates were con-
cerned. I had nothihg to say about it in the campaign, but I
hope it will never appear in another Democratic platform.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. If I might further interrupt the Sen-
ator——

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I gather from the Senator's remarks
that, of course, he thinks that the Senators from Mississippi,
from Louisiana, from Texas, from Arizona, and from other
States, all distinguished Democratic Members of this body, were
wrong when they voted in favor of a duty of 7 cents a pound on
long-staple cotton.

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; I do not want to criticize at all,
and I could not. I can see very well how they would have
offered, while the grabbing was going on, to put in and grab for
their own States. That might well happen, I think all Sena-
tors do that., But when it comes to the test, whether or not
they are going to vote against it, I hope that every one of the
Senators the Senator has mentioned will vote against this bill
when it comes up.

Mr. President, some time ago Mr. Matthew Woll, vice presi-
dent of the American Federation of Labor, came out in favor
of this bill, and I have before me correspondence from the Hon.
George L. Berry, who is president of the International Printing
Pressmen & Assistants’ Union of North America. He lives in
Tenneszee, and is one of the very able and very eloguent mem-
bers of organized labor, and one of the very influential mem-
bers of organized labor.

I have correspondence which I want the Senators present to
listen to, because it shows the difference in opinion which exists
and it shows what is going on in this matter. The first letter
is addressed to me, and is as follows:

INTERNATIONAL PRINTING PRESSMEN &
ASSISTANTS' UNION OoF NoRTH AMERICA,
Preasmen’s Home, Tenn., June 3, 1930.
Hon. KexxerE D. MCKELLAR,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D, C.

My DeAr SExATOR: You, no doubt, have obgerved in the CoNGRES-

S10¥AL REcorp dated May 10, 1930, the letter from Mr, Matthew
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Woll addressed to Hon. HENRY D. Harrrerp, which, evidently, was in
answer to a letter of Sepator HATFIELD addressed to Mr. Woll under
date of May 5.

The matter has just reached me, otherwise 1 should have taken
more prompt action in giving answer to Mr, Woll's communication,
I have done so, however, this day, and am taking the liberty of
attaching hereto copy of my letter.

With kind regards, I am, sincerely yours,
George L. BErmY, President.

I, B.—You will also find attached copy of my letter to President
Hoover.

G. L. B.

I now read the letter to Mr. Matthew Woll. Like the edi-
torial from the News, which I have already read, it is very full
of meat. It is as follows: .

JUNE 8, 1930,
Mr. MaTraew WoLL,
Vice President American Federation of Labor,
American Federation of Labor Building, Washington, D. O.

My Deag MATTHEW : I have just finished reading your letter of May
10, 1930, addressed to Hon. Hexry D. HATFIELD as it appears on page
0703 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the Senate under date of May
28, 1830, and in consequence I am taking the liberty of addressing you.

The introductory comments of Senator HATFIELD were, of course,
not surprising exeept in that he has evidently concluded, and I think
the general public has formed the same opinion, that your letter of
date May 10 was written for the purpese of supporting and assisting
in the passage of the tariff revision bill at that time and still before
the Senate, which is commonly referred to and which, from all indi-
cations, appears to be quite correct inference, the * Grundy bill”

By careful perusal of your letter, associated with the interpretation
placed upon it by Senator HATFIELD, it at least appears to me that the
impression is very definitely intended to be made that you are speaking
for and that the American wage workers are in perfect harmony with
the * Grundy bill.” If this was not the intention, then there would
have been no value in the transmission of the communication.

It is observed that in the heading of the letter the following words
are used :

“American Wage Earners' Protective Conference,”

At the conclusion of your letter it is signed:

“ Matthew Woll, president.”

I am assuming from the foregoing that you were writing as * presi-
dent of the American Wage Earners’ Protective Conference.” I must
say that this is a new institution, and I have made some inguiries
among labor men, members of the trade-union movement, and they
indicate they never heard of the American Wage Earners' Protective
Conference, therefore it follows that there can not be any general
understanding of this so-called conference’s purpose, and it is certainly
not representative of either the ideals or principles of the American
labor movement,

By virtue of the fact that the American Federation of Labor has very
consistently adhered to the policy of absolute noninterference in the
political log-rolling scheme of tariff making, the individual activities
of members of the labor movement on this issue are left quite to their
own activities and, of course, you have just as much right to aet as an
individual as a high protectionist as 1 have to conelude to pursue, per-
haps, a diametrically opposite course. Certainly, if it i your indi-
vidual desire to become an advocate of the present “ Grundy" tariff
bill, that is your individual right, but I think it very unwise for you
to take such an attitude in view of the official position you hold with
the American Federation of Labor. You are, and it is generally known,
the vice president of the American Federation of Labor; the unse of
your name in connection with the support of what at least 1 conceive
to be the most atroclous and indefensible tariff revision ever consid-
ered by the Coungress of the United States will leave the impression upon
many that the American Federation of Labor I8 supporting the
“Grundy " tariff bill and, of course, as you know, this isn't true, be-
cause the great overwhelming majority, in my opinion, of the Ameriean
workmen are in sympathy with the great overwhelming majority of the
citizenship of our Nation in condemning without reservation the meas-
ure that your letter to Senator HATFIELD supports.

In my judgment if you felt it your duty as an individual citizen to
support the “ Grundy bill,” then you should have resigned from the vice
presidency of the American Federation of Labor so that the American
Federation of Labor might have been saved the humiliation of having
anyone for even a second conclude that the American labor movement
was in support of the present and generally denounced and unpopular
tarift bill

In addition to the foregoing there iz that angle of the situation
which involved the reputation of the labor movement. While every-
body appreciates the unfairness of the present tariff measure, its im-
position upon the workers of Amerfea in that it is certain to increase
our cost of living from the breakfast table to the actual construction
of our home, yet to have the inference made as result of your support
of it by reason of your being the vice president of the American Fed-
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eration of Labor ls & dangerous situation in that the great overwhelm-
ing majority of the people of the Nation, and particularly the farmers,
whose support and sympathy we need, can do nothing more than con-
clude that the American Federation of Labor is in sympathy with the
specisl and selfish interests who have attempted to force upon the
American public this utterly indefensible and thoroughly uneconomic
piece of legislation. ;

It has been my opinion all the time that public opinion was worth
something. Certainly, I prefer it, including with it the sentiment of
the great majority of the voters of Pennsylvania who have but recently
repudiated the chief sponsor of this measure—Senator JOSEPH
GuuNDY—than to be allied in the most indirect fashion with those who
are engaged In the proposition of securing the Government's support to
the squeezing of further increases in the cost of living out of the
American workmen.

What challenges my attention most, I repeat, is that you, being the
vice president of the American Federation of Labor and in view of the
American Federation of Labor's position upon the subject of tariff, had
no right as long as you were holding the position of vice president of
the federation to take the attitude you have, and especially in view of
what is generally conceded to be in contravention to the sentiments®of
the organized-labor movement of America and the great majority of our
eitizenship.

In addition to what has been said in the foregoing, your letter is
couched in words of eriticism bordering on to insult, presenting no prac-
tical claims for the measure but largely, if not entirely, confined to
offending some real and genuine friends of the organized-labor move-
ment who are associated with many of the leading colleges of our
Nation.

You know of my friendship for you, but I can not permit this to pass
without at least offering my resentment and insisting upon the fact
that your statement Is not in harmony with the viewpoint of the
American labor movement.

With kind regards, I am, sincerely yours,
GEORGE L. BEBRRY, President.

At the same time Mr. Berry wrote a letter to the President,
which reads as follows:

Hon. HerserT HoOOYVER,
White House, Washington, D. C.

My Dear MR. PrRESIDENT: It is my desire to associate myself with
the many citlzens of our Nation in protest against the passage by Con-
gress of the present tariff bill, and to join with the millions of working
men and women of this Nation In expressing the hope that if the bill is
finally passed by the Federal Congress and reaches your desk in conse-
quence that yon will find it possible to veto it and return it to the
Congress disapproved.

It is my hope that you did not understand from the eontents of a
letter addressed to Hon. Hexry D. HATFIELD of the United States Sen-
ate, of May 10, 1930, by Mr, Matthew Woll that the American labor
movement is in sympathy with the bill. My opinion from Intimate
chservation and actual activity as the president of one of the several
international trade-unions is that the organized-labor movement is not
in sympathy with this bill.

I have taken the liberty of writing Mr. Woll, and please pardon me
for the presumption of attaching copy of my letter, which explains the
position, as I see it, of the workers of this country.

With very kind regards, believe me to be, most respectfully yours,
GeonGe L. BErrY, President.

Mr. President, I sincerely hope, first, that the Senate will not
pass the iniguitons bill; and in the second place, if it is passed,
that President Hoover will stand by the opinion which he
uttered in his message in calling the Congress together and
hold that the bill raising the tariff rates higher than they have
ever been before is an improper bill and should not receive his
signature.

The concurrent resolution of the ILegislature of Mississippi
submitted by Mr. SporTRIDGE, and to be printed at the close of
Mr. McKrLLar's speech, is as follows:
liouse Concurrent Resolution 14, requesting the Senators and Repre-

sentatives in Congress from the State of Mississippi to favor a tariff

on cotton

Whereas the overwhelming sentiment of the Nation is for a protective
tariff on all commodities, whether manufactured product or raw mate-
rial; and

Whereas two South-wide cotton growers' conventions bave within the
past few years, without a dissenting vote, adopted resolutions favoring
a tariff on cotton ; and

Whereas the Demoeratic Party at the Houston national econvention
abandoned a demand for a “tariff for revenue only ™ as a party prin-
ciple; and

Whereas it is the opinion of all thoughtful business men of the cotton-
growing States and of the majority of the citizens of such States
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that in view of the purpose of all of the other Btates of the Union to
secure a tariff upon their agricultural products, that it is imperative
that the cotton-growing Stateg protect themselves by securing an ade-
quate tariff on cotton; and
Whereas there is a tariff levied on all manufactured articles comn-
sumed by the cotton growers while cotton is on the free list, which
makes an unjust discrimination against the eotton growers; and
Whereas it is the sense of the Legislature of the State of Mississippi
that it is necessary to protect the southern cotton growers and the busi--
ness interests of the cotton-growing States of the South that a strong
tariff be placed on all cotton, short staple and long staple, imported in
the United States of America, and on all American cotton which may
have been shipped out of the United States and relmported into this
conntry : Now, therefore, be it
Resolved by the House of Representatves of the State of Mississippi
(the Senate concurring therein), That the Senators and Representatives
in Congress from the State of Mississippi be, and they are hereby, re-
quested to use their best efforts to secure a strong tariff upon all foreign-
raised cotton and upon all American-grown cotton shipped out of this
country which may be reimported into this country.
Adopted by the house of representatives January 17, 1930,
THOS, L. BAILEY,
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives.
Adopted by the senate January 23, 1930,
BIDWELL ADAM,
President of the Benate.
Mr. FESS obtained the floor,
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?
I desire to suggest the absence of a quorum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield
for that purpose?
Mr. FESS. I yield.
Mr. HEFLIN. I suggest the absence of a quornm.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Allen Frazier Eendrick Sheppard
Ashurst George Keyes Shipstead
Barkley Gillett M¢Culloch Shortridge
Bingham Glass McEellar Simmons
Blaine Glenn McMaster Smoot
Blease Goff MeNa Steiwer
Borah Goldsborough Meteal Stephens
Bratton Gould Moses Sullivan
Brock Greeng Norbeck Bwanson
Brookhart Hale Norris Thomas, Okla.
Broussard Harris Nye Trammell
Capper Harrison Oddie Tydings
Connally Hatfield Overman Vandenberg
Copeland Hayden Patterson Walsh, Mass,
Couzens Hebert Pbipps Walsh, Mont,
Cutting Heflin Pine Waterman
Dale Howell Ransdell - Watson
Deneen Johnson Robinson, Ind. Wheeler
Fess Jones bsion, Ky.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio
yield?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. ODDIE. I ask permission to have inserted in the REcorp
an article from the New York Herald Tribune of this morning,
being an interesting discussion of the tariff bill,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The article is as follows:

[From the New York Herald Tribune, Thursday, June 5, 1930]

IowA PriMARY RESULT DisMAYS FoBS OF TARIFF—MARK SULLIVAN
Fixps SENATE COALITION IN DOUBT oS TO UNPOPULARITY OF MEASURE—
Porrrics Deciping FAcTor—MID-WEST APPROVAL OF BILL May Upskr

CrY OF “ GRUNDY."

By Mark Sullivan

WasHINGTOF, June 14,—What is done in the Senate about the tariff
bill from now on will be virtually political in motive. Because of that
fact the outcome is in more doubt than generally assumed, The Demo-
crats and insurgent Republicans could defeat the bill in the Benate if
all of them had a strong conviction that that would be good politics.
They are troubled, however, about doubts arising this week as to whether
opposition to the tariff is really as good politics as they have thought.
Some Democrats speculate frankly though privately on whether they
shall defeat the bill or by making a “sacrifice hit™ let it pass, By
“sacrifice hit* they mean arrange for one or two Democrats to vote
in favor of the bill.

The regular Republican margin in favor of the bill is extremely small
The margin would be lessened by the now rather genmeral expectation
that Senator GRUNDY, of Pennsylvania, may vote against the bill. If
Senator Gruxpy should do that, his action would influence some Demo-
crats to vote in favor of it. The Democrats have hoped to make the
bill seem undesirable to the country by identifying it with Gmunoy, If
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they find they can not call it a “ Grundy bill” or persuade the public
that GruxpYy made it, the Democrats will have even more apprehension
about whether the bill ean be made unpopular,

FATE DEPENDS ON ITS UNPOPULARITY

In the situation that has arisen this weck the outcome of the final
roll eall hangs on several delicate psychological triggers, all having to
do with polities rather than merit. The fundanmental question is
_whether or not the bill is really as unpopular as many bave assomed
it to be.

It is for an answer to this question that every primary election or
other event reflecting the attitude of masses of voters is examined with a
political microscope, especially by Democrats and insurgent Republicans.

The political purposes of the Demoerats and insurgent Republicans
can only be satisfled If there exists or can be stirred up a dynamic
popular disapproval. If the public seems Indifferent about the bill or
if the public even mildly approves it, the Democrats and insurgent
Republicans feel disturbed.

In this atmosphere of tense inquiry about popular feeling, measurable
effects have arisen from the striking success in the Iowa Republican
primaries of a candidate who defended the bill, LEsTER J. DICKINSON.
The judgment of Iowa is of the highest lmportance, because Iowa is
supposed to reflect the whole mid-west farmiog territory. This terri-
tory has been assumed to be reflected accurately in politics by the insur-
gent Republicans who condemn the bill. If Towa has no great protest
against the bill, that makes a vital difference. The tariff session was
called to satisfy the farmer, and If the farmer approves or does not
strongly disapprove that fact goes far toward undermining the Demo-
erats and insurgent Republicans,

LEADER OF THE FABM BLOC

The winner of the Republican senatorial primary in Towa, Mr. DICKIN-
80N, during his 12 years in the House has been regarded as a com-
pletely accurate reflection of Iowa and of the farming Middle West.
He has been the outstanding spokesman, and in an accurate sense the
official leader of what was called the “ farm bloc™ in the House. He
wias the earnest exponent of farm relief and.a continuous fighter for it.
AMr. DickiNsox’s right to be regarded as a true reflector of Iowa and
the Mid West can hardly be questioned.

In running for the Senate DICKINSON supported the tariff. IIis op-
ponent, Governor Hammill, attacked it. There were other issues, but
that the tariff was the chief one is asserted by persons qualified to
know.

Representative HaroLp ENUTS0N, coming from the similarly agrieul-
tural Minnesota, just north of Iowa, declared on the floor of the House
that *“the tarif was the issue.” Senator GLENY¥, representing another
great agricultural State, Illinois, says that “I have just come from
the Middle West and all the newspapers I have seen are to the effect
that Representative DICKINSON very loyally and voeiferously advocated
and defended the tariff bill.” Assuming that the tariff was the main,
or s main, issue, Mr. DICKINSON'S victory must be accepted as signifi-
eant, It Is especially so, considering that his opponent, Hammill, is
a man who has been able to have himself three times elected governor.

TARIFI'S FORS DISTURBED

There is meaning in the fact that the Democrats and Insurgent Rte-
publicans are obviously disturbed by Representative DickIxNsoN’s vie-
tory.

Senator Par HanrnisoN, Democrat, of Mississippl, attempting to reply
to the passage from Scnator GLENN, quoted above, rather evaded the
guestion by a play on words, saying that Mr., DICKINSON instead of
defending the bill was really “ making excuses” for having voted for
it. There can be nothing in that. * Making excuses " for having done
a thing disapproved by the voters would bardly win the Iowa, or any
other primary. Insurgent Republican Senator Groree W. Nomrris, of
Nebraska, tried to find a reason other than the tariff for Mr. DickIx-
SON'S success, saying that Mr. Dicxixson had been a few years ago
a supporter of the McNary-Haugen bill for farm relief, and recently an
advocaie of the debenture plan.

The net result of it is that the Iowa result puzzles the insurgent Re-
publicans and Democrats as to whether oppesition to the tariff is
politically profitable.

Mr. FESS., Mr. President, it is not often that I take the
floor in the Senate to discuss n matter which is not technically
before the Senate, However, the flexible provision of the tariff
is one that might be considered as before the Senate, although
technically it has been.laid aside.

I have much sympathy for the attitude of those Senators who
are concerned about retaining in the legislative department of
the Government all the functions that legitimately belong to
that department, I have always looked with more or less con-
cern on any encroiachment by one of the coordinate departments
upon another, believing that the very genius of our institutions
requires the maintenance of the independence of the three coor-
dinate departments of the Government. For that reason I
have much sympathy for those in the Chamber who liave been
arguing against permitting the authority under the flexible pro-
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visions to be lodged in the Executive and who prefer to keep it
in the legislative department of the Government.

However, everyone must concede that with the growth of the
Government, with the vast increase in the work devolving upon
Congress, inevitably we must find some method by which to
relieve this body and the other of what are strictly adminis-
trative functions and permit such functions to be performed by
the executive department, which is the administrative depart-
ment of the Government.

When the distinguished Vice President first came to Congress,
a comparatively short time each year was devoted to any par-
ticular session. Probably three § four months would compre-
hend the entire period in which Congress would be in session,
For the remainder of the year Senators and Representatives
would be free fo pursue their professions or work at home.
Long ago, however, that day passed. To-day it is hardly pos-
sible for a Senator or Representative in Congress to enjoy the
opportunity of discharging his official duties and at the same
time engage in any private activities. The business of the Goy-
ernment has been so augmented that a public man to-day in
either body has no time ontside of the performance of his offi-
cial functions. As the result, we have noted during the last 30
years an effort not to delegate powers but rather to relieve the
legislative department, which now seems to be in session most
of the year, from the performance of some of the duties which
really are purely administrative, and which ought to be per-
formed by the administrative departments of the Government.
I do not need to mention those duties, for they are perfectly
obvious to everyone.

The regulation of railroad rates primarily belongs to the
legislative department, but years ago it was realized that C'on-
gress could not well perform such a task. Therefore there was
created an agency to exercise the power to regulate railroad
rates which otherwise would have been left in the legislative
body. That is one of the outstanding examples of the transfer
from the legislative body to an administrative body the per-
formance of such duties as are purely administrative. In other
words, everyone must recognize that there is a policy-determin-
ing function on the one hand and an administrative function on
the other. The policy-determining function must always rest
in the legislative department of the Government, while ad-
ministrative functions should always be performed by the
executive department.

As to the fixing of a policy relative to the tariff, there is no
doubt where that power belongs. It is properly lodged in Con-
gress; it is a legislative function. It may not properly be
usurped or exercised by the executive department. That is true
for many reasons which are too obvious to require mention.
The determination of the question whether impost duties shall
be laid upon the basis of ecollecting revenue only and upon no
other basis, which for a long time was the policy of one of the
major parties in the Congress of the United States, the law-
making body. However, when it comes to the administration
of that policy, when once it shall be laid down, that is not a
legislative function but it is purely an executive function, an
administrative function,

For 60 years we have been discussing back and forth what
poliey shall govern in laying impost duties; shall they be levied
on a protective basis, in order to protect American industry,
or shall they be levied on a revenue basis, in order merely to
collect enough money with which to operate the machinery of
the Government? One of the major parties took the latter po-
sition; the other major party took the former pogition. Later
on the party that had stood for a tariff for revenue only modi-
fied its position and adopted the policy of a tariff for revenue
with incidental protection. Any modification of the policy
affecting the tariff distinctly belongs to the legislative depart-
ment. I might go on and illustrate by concrete examples that
the power to determine the policy of the Government belongs
alone to this body, in conjunction with the other body, and has
always been thus exercised.

So 1 take it for granted, Mr, President, that we are all agreed
that the determination of the policy of this Nation with ref-
erence to the tariff, whether duties shall be levied for revenue
only or for protection, is distinctively a legislative function,
and any effort to encroach on it would be resisted and should
be resisted. That is one statement, T think, upon which we can
all agree.

Another statement which I wish to make, and on which I
think we can all agree, is that when a policy regarding the
tarift shall have once been fixed and we enact any particular
legislation in line with that policy, such legislation ought not
to be changed in a short tlme, but it ought to be permitted to
remain in operation for a reasonable number of years, I want
to illustrate what I mean by that statement,
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When it comes to legislation on the tariff question it is wise
not to legislate every year; there ought to be some stability in
such legislation. If we embarked upon a certain policy in 1890,
it onght not to be interrupted immediately. It is true, how-
ever, that wherever the policy upon which we may have em-
barked becomes a disputed question politically, if the party ad-
hering to that policy is displaced, a different policy may be
adopted immediately. In 1890, for instance, we had what is
known as the McKinley law, which embodied the protective-
tariff policy. In 1894 we had the Wilson law, which was
framed not in accordance with the protective policy but rather
in accordance with a tariff-for-revenue policy. In that case
there was a change in the space of only four years, Then in
1897 Congress enacted the Dingley law, thus changing from a
revenue to a protective policy in omly three years, In other
words, in the space of seven years, counting the McKinley Act,
we had three legislative acts upon the tariff question. Such
frequent changes are unwise,

We did not have any further change of policy or even a
modification of our tariff policy until 1909—a period of 12
years. That was a longer period of stability than usual in the
case of a tariff law. Many Senators contend that when a tariff
law is soon changed it is an evidence that it was originally
faulty. That is not so; that is not true at all

In these days, in our economic life, changes take place over-
night; they become the rule rather than the exception. It is
not possible, in a growing.country such as ours, to maintain
a static situation in respect of tariff legislation, and then
permit a tariff law to remain in effect indefinitely. The
evolution of the industries protected by the legislation will
necessitate a change of rates, becaunse it is commonplace that
when we protect an article, the manufacture of which had not
theretofore been established, through its establishment there
is oftentimes a growth in competition to a point where prices
are reduced sometimes below even the tariff rate. So the
assertion that an early necessity for a change in the law is
itself an argument that the law originally was faulty, has no
basis, it has no force whatever. On the contrary, it is true
that when we establish a particular tariff policy by a particu-
lar statute, reason argues that the law should not be changed
within a year or so; that it at least ought to endure for a
period of 6, 7, or 8 years. Taking all tariff legisla-
tion of the last 40 years, it will be found that there has been
on the average a new tariff law during about every 6-year
period. That probably is too long, and yet it may not be
too long.

However, my point is that when once we establish a policy
we ought not to change that policy in detail, in its entirety,
until after a reasonable lapse of time. By doing so, we throw
all business in an uproar, for every sensible man will admit
that so long as business does not know what rates of duty are
going to be imposed it is going to suspend operations, awaiting
a determination.

While it will be resented when I say so, there is no doubt
that the slowing down of industry that we feel to-day s the
direct and inevitable and logical result of more than 12 months
of tampering with tariff legislation, with no certainty up to
this hour as to what the rates are to be, If we are wise
enough to decide these rates so that business knows what they
will be, there will be a logical resuscitation of employment;
but so long as there is a risk for business that is purchasing
raw material, nof knowing what price the article made out of
the raw material can be sold for, there is not going to be any
enthusiasm in the business world; and if we do not enter upon
the prineciple of maintaining a tariff policy for a certain length
of time, we are going to have this uncertainty in business which
all of us greatly deplore,

The present Presiding Officer [Mr. ALLEN in the chair] will
recognize that the constitutions of many States of the Union
provide that every so often the people of the State shall vote
on whether or not their constitution is to be amended. We have
such a constitutional provision in my own State. In other
words, this is not a static world. This is a moving world; it
is a growing world; and what to-day is suitable may not be
suitable to-morrow. 8o a good many people have urged that it
would be wise for us to enter upon a general plan under which,
whatever the legislation on this subject may be, there shall be a
vote of the people every so many years as to whether that
legislation shall be changed.

I do not advocate that course; but it is in line with the sug-
gestion 1 have made that there ought not to be the risk to the
buginess of the country that at any time the policy of the
Goévernment in matters of revenue is to be uprooted. So my
first major premise is that a policy should be fixed. It should
be fixed by the legislative department.
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The second major premise is that when the policy is fixed it
ought not to be torn up at any time; but there ought to be some
opportunity to give it stability in the interest of restfulness on
the part of the business of the country.

The third premise that it seems to me is quite pertinent is
that during that period there ought to be the facility whereby
we can make that policy continuously effective. What I mean
by that is that if we have a period within which we are not
going to take up the tariff question in its entirety and revise the
tariff as a whole, if the period is thus protected, we must have
somewhere the authority to change individual rates that zet
out of coordination—it may be by some technological change, it
may be by some invention or discovery.

As I stated a moment ago, our economic life is changing so
rapidly that a whole policy with reference to one particular item
might be put out of operation over the world, as every one must
know. 8o with the position that I think is justified—that we
should not open up the tariff question every three or four years
in its entirety—we must nevertheless lodge somewhere the au-
thority to deal with an individual rate without opening up the
whole subject. Otherwise, we would freeze over a period of
years a static rate that would be both unwise and unjust, and
that is what we are trying to reach at this point.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLER in the chair). Does
the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. Does the Senator think that the flexible
provision we now have in the law is of any material benefit?

Mr. FESB. Yes; I do.

Mr. McKELLAR. May I state in that connection that the
Senator will recall that only 32 rates, I think, have been changed
in the eight years that the flexible provision has been in exist-
ence,

Mr, FESS. Mr. President, both the Senator from Tennessee
and I were here when the law of 1922 was up, and when the
flexible tariff provision was very fully and elaborately dis-
cussed; and he will recall that the argument against it was
that it would transfer tariff-making from the legislative body
to the Executive, and it was assailed beyond expression on the
ground that the President would make too many changes. That
was the whole argument. Now, the argument seems to be that
he did not make enough changes. All through this debate I
have heard the assertion that the flexible provision of the exist-
ing law is a failure, because there were only 33 changes—T7 cases,
I think, of lowering the rates, and the others of increasing them.
I am not sure of the exact number. The Senator will recall
that I am stating the fact, however, that that was the leading
argument against the flexible provision.

Mr. McKELLAR. No; I recall that that was one of the argu-
ments used against the flexible provision at that time; but the
Senator will recall, I am sure, the moment it is called to his
attention, that the prineipal argument made by most of us was
that it was unconstitutional, as we could not transfer that power
from the Congress to the Executive.

Mr. FESS. Yes; and I will say to the Senator that while I
supported the flexible provision in 1922, I had my doubts at that
time as to whether we were delegating to an agency like the
Tariff Commission or to the President the power to tax. That
was in my mind at the time. I also had in mind that it was a
question whether we were not transferring from the legislature
a function that did not belong to the Executive in the nice rela-
tionship between the three departments of government. I shared
a good deal of doubt about it; but we went into it at that time,
and then the Supreme Court made a determination on the ques-
tion of constitutionality, and I think the statement in the opinion
in the Hampton case is simply unanswerable. So that feature is
entirely allayed in my mind,

Mr. President, the next point I desire to make is that, if I am
right, we ought to determine the policy by Congress, and then,
when the policy is once determined, it should not be opened up
in its entirety right away, but there ought to be a reasonable
period intervening; and then, following that, as the result that
is inevitable in a dynamic economic world like ours, we shall
have to have the authority somewhere either to change the
particular rate that has become obsolete as a result of some dis-
covery or invention or what not in economie life, or else freeze
these rates over the period, which would be both unjust and
unwise, or else throw the thing overboard and open up the
whole question in its entirety to the destruction of business.
I think the latter course is unwise, and I had thought it would
be generally conceded by every Member of this body that those
three premises are correct in sound legislation—a policy fixed;
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a definite period, not to be in its entirety interrupted; an agency
with authority that is administrative to correct the individual
rate that should be corrected, rather than let it be frozen over
for a certain period. I thought those three propositions would
be acceptable to every person in this body.

Mr. President, I think all of us will accept the priuciple of
the commission because of the very things I have stated. When
the Tariff Commission idea was originally propounded, the Sen-
ator now occupying the chair [Mr. ANy in the chair] will
definitely recall that it was called in its first embodiment a
Tariff Board; and Congress was =0 jealous of its own power
that it would not permit the Tariff Board then to submit a
recommendation. Congress denied the board that authority.
Colonel Roosevelt had the idea, when he originally announced
it, that it would be a good thing to have a Tariff Commission
given power to suggest what the rates should be: but when the
Tariff Board was created it was denied the right even to make
ft recommendation as to what the rate should be, and we all
understand why. It was due to the jealousy of the legislative
department in regard to its own powers. Then when the Tariff
Board was discontinued, and later on we had substituted for it
the Tariff Commission, there was a stronger sentiment iu favor
of it, and the Tariff Commission was given more power than
the Tariff Board had been given, .

With the present evolution we are still coming with greater
favor toward the idea of a tariff commission that ean func-
tion; and to-day, to my surprise, our friends on the other side
are sugeesting a flexible power, holding it here within Congress
for final approval, giving to the Tariff Commission the power
not only to recommend a change of rates, but even to transfer
urticles from the free list te the dutiable list, or from the duti-
able list to the free list, and to take off all limitations except
that Congress would be the final body to approve the change.

That is going away beyond anything that had ever been
approached up to this time. I mention it not by way of criti-
cism but only to indicate the growth of favor toward the idea
of a tariff commission. That has come to be an established
fact in our method of tariff legisiation, without any doubt;
and the only guestion between us to-day—and it does not divide
party against party; it divides individuals—is not that a tariff
commission should exist; I think we are generally agreed that
it should exist; not that the Tariff Commission shall or shall
not have the power to recommend a rate; I think that is gen-
erally agreed, on the basis that we can not scientifically make
a fariff bill unless we do have the facts upon which a rate is to
be determined. That can be better done by a tariff commis-
sion than it can be done by the Senate and House, and for that
reason we have come to the point where a tariff' commission
is accepted ; but where do we differ?

We agree that the Tariff Commission shall recommend. We
do not all agree as to how far it shall go—whether it is to be
permitted to transfer articles from free list to dutiable and
from dutiable to free list. I would not be in favor of giving
up that power. I would rather limit it as we have, under the
conditions that every rate to be considered must be given a
public hearing, so that everybody who wants to be heard on
the matter can be heard. But the question that divides us is,
When the Tariff Commission makes its recommendation shall
it be acted upon by the President or by Congress?

I hold that it is better to have it done by the President, and
gome of my friends hold that it is better to have it done by the
Congress. If there is danger in legislation on the tariff be-
cause of the tendency toward bargain and sale, which is always
inevitable when dealing with many rates, then the question
must not come to the legislature, because there is the same log-
rolling on an individual rate as there would be on a whole bill.
Anybody can see that if the rate with which you are dealing is
of nation-wide inferest, its consideration will naturally stir up
other industries to ask that the rates on their products be
considered, and if the Tariff Commission recommends some-
thing on a particular item and it is brought to this body, there
will be men here who will say, “1 will consider that provided
vou will consider the rate on an article prodoced in my com-
munity, and if you do not do that, I will not consider this.”

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. CONNALLY. If those are the sentiments and beliefs of
the Renator from Ohio, why would he not favor giving the Pres-
ident absolute power to make all tariffs?

Mr. FESS. Oh, no. The SBenator from Texas was not here
when I was discriminating between a general policy of tariff
making involving all rafes, and the treatment of an individual
item in the interim between the consideration of tariff bills.

Mr. CONNALLY. I heard the Senator’s comment; but how
can the Senator distinguish between one rate and two rates or
three rates or four rates? If it is right for the President to
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make one rate and let that be the law, why would it not be
right for him to make them all?

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, there we have the dificulty. We
can see what would happen if the matter were brought to this
body. It is expressed better by the Senator from Texas than I
could express it. “If you are going to consider one rate here,
you have to consider other rates, or we will not consider them.”
There is the logrolling, and that is the erime of tariff making,
which we are trying to get away from.

Mr. CONNALLY. I do not want to disturb the Senator, but
1 think it is fair to make this observation. What the Senator
from Ohio states is not true of the Senate flexible provision.
Under the flexible provision recomnmended by the Senate, Con-
gress could consider only those particular schedules which were
reported by the Tariff Commission and by the President, and
we would not have to consider all schedules. We would pre-
serve the right of the Congress itself to fix thie rates or not to
fix them,

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, when we come to discussing any
particular rate that is permitted in this conference report we
must recall that there are 96 Senators. No Senator is bound to
vote for or against any particular rate. It will be then pre-
cisely as it will be with the river and harbor bill, which we will
have before us pretty soon, “If you will consider my particular
section, I will be ready to vote for your particular section; but
if you do not do so, I will not do that.” The Senator knows
that is the system under which we have been operating all the
while. We had the same situation in connection with public
buildings until we changed the policy a year or so ago, when we
took ount of the hands of Congress the power to say what par-
ticular town was to have a public building and passed a general
law authorizing a certain appropriation, giving to the Treasury
Department, in consultation with the Post Office Department,
the power to say where the expenditures were to be made.
There has been opposition to that right along the line indicated
by the Benator from Texas in interrupting me, on the ground
that it is being taken out of our hands to say when we are to
have our particular projects considered, and that is one of the
reasons, I say to my friends, who know it as well as I do, why
we changed that poliey.

Now we are trying to change the policy in regard to tariff
legislation to tally with that policy in order to avoid the very
thing from which we were then suffering.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, the
Senator from Ohio is a skillful debater, and instead of answering
the point I made he gets off on public buildings.

Mr. FESS. I was using that as an illustration only.

Mr. CONNALLY. Let me suggest to the Senator that he is
dizenssing the present flexible law.

Mr. FESS. Yes,

Mr. CONNALLY. The junior Senator from Texas undertook
to direct the attention of the Senator from Ohio to the Senate
flexible provision in this bill, under which the Tariff Commis-
sion and the President would make recommendations on specifie
schedules, and then Congress would either approve those sched-
ules or veto them, and there would be no possibility of logrolling
such as the Senater from Ohilo suggests.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the Senator knows as well as I do
that the body which made that law can unmake it, and if you
are operating under any particular law which you yourself do
not like you ean at any time offer an amendment to the law.
You do not take tariff revision out of politics by bringing it
back here to this body. Of course, I do not believe we will ever
take tariff revision out of politics entirely. I think that is
simply impossible; but we can minimize the influence of poli-
tics; and if we want to minimize it, we will not bringz the
disputed points back to this body when they could be sent to
another agency where there would be no chanece of logrolling,
as here there is a chance.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT, Does the Serator from Ohio yield
further to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr, CONNALLY. How does the Senator from Ohio square
his position now with the speech of Mr. Hoover in the cam-
paign, at Boston, T believe it was, in which he said that he
and the Ameriean people wounld never consent to having the
tariff regulated or fixed by any comuuission except the commis-
sion which the pcople themselves elect, the Congress of the
United States and the President?

Mr. FESS. The President ‘was exactly right in that state-
ment, and I have stated here within the hour the same propo-
gition exactly. I have stated that tariff legislation as a matter
of policy belongs to the legislature, while the change of an
individual rate, 1 of the 4,000 rates, ought to be permitted with-
out opening up the 4,000 rates, -and that that ought to be
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referred to a body which is not subject o logrolling. So what
the President said in Boston was exactly what I am saying
here,

1 think my friend knows that the reason why the President
made that statement was the rather broad statement which had
been made by the Democratic candidate for President, who wus
advocating the giving of more power to the Tariff Commission
than I would give, and I think a good deal more than the
Senator from Texas would give. It was a reply to the state-
ment advocating that broad authority to this particular com-
mission. So my statement is perfectly consistent with what the
President said in his speech in Boston.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
to me?

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Before the Senator leaves the point
raised by the Senator from Texas, I would like to call this
to his attention. The Senator from Texas argues that under
the lamented Senate flexible provision it wounld have been pos-
sible to concentrate and confine the Senate’s consideration to a
single commodity.

Mr, FESS. That is what he said.

Mr. VANDENBERG. The language of the Senate provision
included necessarily any commodity germane fo the particular
commodity involved.

I just make this suggestion to the Senator. Suppose the rate
the Tariff Commission has recommended, and which we are
supposed to be exclusively considering, relates to shoestrings.
Shoestrings are germane to shoes ; shoes are germane to leather;
leather is germane fo cattle; cattle are germane to the farm
problem; the farm problem is germane reciprocally to the in-
dustrial problem, and the first thing you know, under this very
limited revision about which the Senator talks, you have run
the shoestring into a major national crisis.

Mr. FESS. I am very much obliged to the Senator from
Michigan for that comment, which is pertinent.

Let me say this to the Senator from Michigan also, that
when we talk about limiting any amendment to a particular
item, we run against an obstacle in legislation which we ought
to avoid, namely: Suppose we put a tariff upon some particular
article which enters into the manufacture of other articles,
and you can not touch any other article by compensatory treat-

ment because of the limitation. That would be unsound and |

unworkable and unjust.

Mr. President, the whole thing is this: Shall the final ap-
proval of the recommendations of the Tariff Commission be
by a body which is political, when we are trying to minimize
the entrance of politics into tariff revision, or shall we leave
the approval with the administrative officer, where there can
be no logrolling in the matter? That is the whole question.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will the Senator pyield
again? r

Mr. FESS. I yield.

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator very clearly and succinctly
pointed out that Congress could not change a rate on some mat-
ter that was related to other matters in the eourse of manufac-
ture without taking them all up. Will the Senator now be kind
enongh to say how the President can take up one item so related
and fix the rate on it without disturbing the others? What is
there about the presidential process that is so sublimated and
so bereft of error that it can get by, whereas the poor Congress,
representing the people, can not possibly do it?

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I have served with my good friend
for years and years, and I know his keen mind.

Mr. CONNALLY. I thank the Senator.

Mr. FESS. And I also know his political view. I wish the
Senator would not undertake, as he and I know one another
very well, to inject anything into an argument which does not
belong there.

The Senator asks me how the President could avoid dealing
with other articles pertinent to one that is at hand. If he
were dealing with a particular article which would involve
compensatory duties on others, the President would certainly
refuse to approve a recommendation without having the others
considered. That is the answer to the Senator.

It was thought at one time that this proposal which is being
made would not bear the scrutiny of the Supreme Court as to
its constitutionality. The Supreme Court in its decision in the
Hampton case, which is directly pertinent here, nsed this lan-
foage :

It is conceded by counsel that Congress may use executive officers
in the application and enforcement of a policy declared in law by
Congress and authorize such officers in the application of the congres-
sional declaration to enforce it by a regulation equivalent to law. But
it is said that this never has been permitted to be dome where Con-
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gress has exercised the power to levy taxes and fix customs duties. The
aothorities make no such distinction.

I am quoting from the opinion of the Supreme Court.

The same principle that permits Congress to exercise its rate-making
power in interstate commerce by declaring the rule which shall pre-
vall in the legislative fixing of rates, and enables it to remit to a rate-
making body created in accordance with its provisions the fixing of
such rates, justifies a similar provision for the fixing of customs duties
on Imported merchandise,

That is a statement of the Supreme Court which is identical
with the question now before us. The Supreme Court there
was citing the Interstate Commerce Commission as being a body
which fixes rates in obedience to a rule laid down by Congress,

I want the SBenators who are interested in the constitutional
provision to note this language of the court:

If Congress shall lay down by legislative act an intelligible principle
fo which the person or body authorized to fix such rates is directed
to conform, such legislative action is not a forbidden delegation of
legislative power. If it Is thought wise to vary the customs duties
according to changing conditions of production at home and abroad, it
may authorize the Chief Executive to carry out this purpose, with the
advisory assistance of a tariff commission appointed under congres-
sional authority.

That Is the decision of the Supreme Court of the United
States which touches exactly the question of whether we can
create a tariff commission with the power to recommend and
then give the power to the President to approve or disapprove
that recommendation. That is not the delegation by the Con-
gress of the taxing power to some agency.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield
to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. FESS. Certainly.

Mr. GEORGE. I want to soggest to the Senator, with the
utmost respect and deference to the decision made by the Su-
preme Court in the Hampton case, that it seems to me the
Supreme Court did not give due and proper weight to this
thought. It is true that the rate-making power is a legislative
power; that is to say, the legislative branch of the Government,
State or Federal, may regulate the public carrier and fix its
rates or control its rates. But until the Congress of the United
States exercises the rate-making power over interstate-commerce
carriers the rate making is purely a matter for the individnal
carrier.

The Senator agrees to that, of course. Until the Congress
intervenes it is perfectly legitimate and competent for a rail-
road company to establish its own rates and put them into
operation and exact the payment of the rates from the public
for the service it renders. While it is true that Congress, by
virtue of a provision of the Constitution, the interstate com-
merce clause, as we refer to it, has jurisdiction over interstate
carriers and may regulate and fix the rates, yet until there is
an exercise of that power by the Congress surely the rate-
making is purely a matter for the carriers themselves.

The Senator must know that the authority to levy a tax is a
power which resides in the sovereign. No individual under our
system and no corporation under our system has ever had the
power to tax the people or the property of the people.

Now let us go a step farther. The one power which the
English-speaking people have guarded with jealous care has
been the taxing power. It is true that the power to make a
rate, a railroad rate, a transportation rate, a rate for the com-
mon carriers engaged in interstate commerce, is in the Con-
gress; and it is true that the interstate commerce act has been
declared and held to be constitutional. But it must always be
remembered that while the Congress has power over the rates,
yet until the Congress exercises it, rate making is a function
and a right and a privilege of the individual carrier. But no
exercise of the taxing power apart from the sovereign has ever
been recognized by the people of the United States, and for a
long, long number of years by those people on whom we have
drawn so heavily in our theories and prineiples of government,

While the Supreme Court has held that Congress might dele-
gate the power fo fix the rate, not exercising a legislative fane-
tion or power, but simply doing certain administrative work
within the rule laid down by the Congress itself, even if the
decision of the Supreme Court be recognized as sound law, does
it not seem to the Senator that there is a vast difference, an
immeasurable difference, between the delegation of the power
by Congress to an administrative agency for the purpose of
fixing freight rates and a delegation by the Congress of the
power to levy and collect a tax? Even if the decision be sound,
even if it be recognized as sound law, is not the difference so
wide that the court should have given more weight and should
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not have rested its case upon the analogy which it thought
existed betwéen the power of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission to regulate freight rates and the power of the Tariff
Commission fo fix taxes, to impose a tax, which is purely and
exclusively the function of the sovereign?

The Senator knows, and knows very well, of course, that the
Supreme Court will come in and examine the rates fixed by the
transportation company after they have been fixed and ap-
proved by the Interstate Commerce Commission, and if those
rates are confiscatory either of the corpus of the railroad prop-
erty or of the income of the railroad, it will strike down those
rates, because they would offend, of course, another provision
of the Constitution. But when the sovereign exercises its
power to tax, the Supreme Court is absolutely without power to
limit or to restrict the sovereign in selecting the commodity
upon which it will place its tax or the size or the amount of
the tax as in the case of the tariff. I do not mean to say,
of course, that the Supreme Court has not declared tax laws
unconstitutional, but the Supreme Court can not under the
Constitution by any possibility reach the question of whether
the Congress should levy a duty upon long-staple cotton or
whether it shall levy a duty of 7 cents or 10 cents or 25 cents
or $1 a pound.

So it seems to me, Mr. President, and I say it with all respect
to the court, that the court entirely overlooked the broad, the
essential, the fundamental difference between the mere admin-
istration of an act relating to a matter which is the proper
and legitimate subject of private contract until the Congress
exercises its jurisdiction, and a case such as the flexible provi-
gion of the tariff which it had under consideration, which dele-
gates to administrative agencies, the President, and the Tariff
Commission in this case, the power to exercise the function
which is purely the power of the sovereign and not of any
private citizen or subject to any private contract whatsoever.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio
yield to me in connection with the matter he has just been
discussing?

Mr. FESS. I will yield to the Senator in a little while, but
through the respect I have for my friend from Georgia, I do
not want to yvield just now. I shall be glad to yield later.

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well,

Mr. FESS. Quite naturally I always give attention to any-

thing the Senator from Georgia says, especially along the lines-

of constitutional law, I can not agree with him. If I eaught
the full import of what he said, it would be to the effect that
in the decision of the court the court had not taken under
consideration all matters relevant to the case. The specific
question which was before the court was the constitutionality
of the flexible provision of the 1922 act.

The court went into it very extensively and reached a
unanimous opinion, from which there was no dissent so far as I
can find. It was specifically upon the constitutionality of such
a provision. I take that, so far as the court is concerned, as
final. That does not mean it may not be reviewed by the court
itself.

But I do recognize that in the matter of rate making for trans-

portation we are dealing with a semipublic agency. While the"

railroads are owned by private enterprise and thus operated,
the service.is for the public, and there is an easy way open, as
I see it, for Congress to legislate on rate making, because it is
in the interest of the public. That would be much more obvious
in transportation than it would be in fixing duties on imports.
By the greatest stretch of the imagination, that could not be
made a public function such as transportation is to-day,

However, I am always glad to have the Senator from Georgia
present his views on constitutional matters, and I want now to
illustrate what I think will be the weakness of his position.
For example, in revenue legislation we must give to the Treas-
ury Department discretionary power, a8 we were proposing to
give to the President certain administrative power in the matter
of fixing rates upon the recommendation of the Tariff Commis-
gion. I have here the revenue law of 1928. Reading section
141, under regulation B, I find this: -

The commissioner, with the approval of the Secretary, shall preseribe
such regulations as he may deem necessary in order that the tax Hability
of an affiliated group of corporations making a consolidated return, and
of each corporation in the group, both during and after the period of
affiliation, may be determined, computed, assessed, collected, and
adjusted in such manner as clearly reflects the income and to prevent
avoidance of tax lability.

There is an example of general authority given by the legis-
lative department to the executive department; and in this par-
ticular case it is to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, His
latitude is very broad, as is evidenced by the use of the words
“gs he may deem necessary,” thus giving him discretion. The
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Senator will recognize that such discretion is absolutely essen-
tial in a case of this kind; it could not be otherwise.

Mr. GEORGE. Beyond all doubt, Mr, President; but he is
given no discretion to fix the rate of the tax; he has no power
to select the properties to be taxed.

Mr. FESS. As to that, take the tariff law of 1922. There
is in that law a paragraph fixing the rate of duty on an article
of cutlery, for example, scissors, at a fixed amount, say, 90 per
cent. Then on surgical instruments a rate of 60 per cent is
fixed. It so happens that in surgery scissors are used; and they
would probably be called surgical scissors. So in the law there
is one rate for surgical instruments, which is 60 per cent, and
under the classification covering scissors there is a higher rate
levied. The importer claimed that a given kind of scissors
ought to be classified as surgical instruments instead of scissors,
in order to obtain the lower rate of duty, and the court ruled
in accordance with that contention.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon
me, that is purely a matter of administration; a question of fact
arises whether or not the given article imported is a surgical
instrument; and that question is determined as all facts are
determined.

Mr. FESS. The point I have in mind is that the rate is fixed
by legislation, but Congress has left it to the commissioner to
determine in which classification the article falls, so that if he
determines to transfer it from the classifleation bearing the
higher rate to the classification bearing the lower rate he is the
determining factor.

Mr. GEORGE. He can not arbitrarily do so.

Mr. FESS. Not arbitrarily ; but he does it.

Mr. GEORGE. Ob, no; his decision would be subject to re-
view, and reversal, of course, if he rendered it without giving
to the act itself a proper construction.

Mr. FESS. The Senator is correct when he says that such a
decision would be subject to review by the court; that is true,
but that merely means that there is a court determination in-
stead of an executive determination,

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; but what the court would determine
would be the intent of Congress itself; whether Congress in-
tended that surgical scissors should come under the eclassifica-
tion of surgical instruments or whether under another classi-
fication in the tariff act. So it is purely a question of fact that
is raised.

Of course, there can be set up an administrative sgeney to
determine such questions or there can be referred to any court
any question of fact. So when it comes to raising the rate on
scissors from 00 per cent to 100 per cent, if it be purely admin-
istrative, if the increase is made in strict accordance with the
rule laid down by the Congress, and the Tariff Commission and
the President merely act as agencies to find the faets, the result
is the same—the tax has been increased.

The question I addressed to the Senator, or intended to ad-
dress to the Senator, is this: Conceding the soundness of the
decision in the Hampton case—and I do concede, of course, that
the question is foreclosed by the decision; the court did pass
squarely upon the constitutionality of the provision of the tariff
law then under review—but conceding the soundness of the
court's decision, does the Senator make no distinetion in his
capacity as a legislator between delegating to an agency the
power to fix, for instance, freight rates, which are the legiti-
mate subjects of private contract in the absence of congressional
action, and the delegation to a similar administrative agency,
let us say, of the power to raise or lower a tax, the taxing
power being exclusively a sovereign power, one that we have
guarded with jealous care. I am addressing the question to the
Senator's judgment, if there is not a vast difference between the
two situations?

Mr. FESS. I see the difference, but the difference very
strongly supports the position I am taking. The difference is
that in the case of the transportation of commodities, where
the public has a direct interest, the discretion should not be as
complete as in a case of fixing a particular duty where it is
a mere business transaction. In the latter case the latitude
could well be greater than in the former case, and is greater.

Now, let me illustrate what I have in mind by a few ex-
amples.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, let me make this statement,
and I will not interrupt the Senator further: The Senator says
that the fixing of a duty is a “ mere business transaction.” If
the Senator will pardon me, a duty is unguestionably, by every
test, a tax. If the Senator wishes to import a dutiable article,
he is taxed so much in order to bring that article into the
country.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I am not going to enter into a
discussion as to whether or not a protective duty is a tax;
there are two schools of thought on that subject; and I know
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what the Democratic school of thought is and has been for a
hundred years: but opinion gained from practical experience is
antagonistic to that view.

Take section 41 of the revenue act of 1928, which reads:

The net income shall be computed upon the basis of the taxpayer's
annual accounting period, * * * in accordance with the method of
accounting regularly employed in keeping the books of such taxpayer;
but if no such method of accounting has been so employed, or if the
method employed does not elearly reflect the income, the computation
shall be made in accordance with such method as in the opinion of the
eommissioner does clearly reflect the income,

Note the latitude of discretion given to the commissioner by
the words “as in the opinion of the commissioner.” That dis-
cretion and power were delegated by the legislative department
to the executive department, and are administered under the
executive department by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.

Running through the law with reference to internal-revenue
taxation, I have called attention to section 41 of the law of
1928, which provides in part that the commissioner, “ with the
approval of the Secretary,” may prescribe such regulations as
may be necessary. 4

Mr. President, in the case of the war-profits tax there was a
still greater latitude given to the commissioner. It was pro-
vided that where in case of a corporation ordinary tax proce-
dure resulted in exceptional hardships the Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenue might employ the records of representative
corporations in caleulating the amount of the tax to be paid by
the corporation in question. That provision clearly gives a
greater degree of discretion, many times over, to the commis-
sioner than the present law gives to the President in the case
of tariff duties. Diseretion was given, to be exercised in de-
termining when there was a case of unusual hardship; that was
left to the commissioner. The words “ unusual hardship” are
in the law, and what is * unusual hardship” was determined
by this executive officer. That power was delegated to him by
the Congress; he was given a greater degree of latitude than
it is now proposed to give to the Tariff Commission.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McCurrocH in the chair).
Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Ten-
nessee?

Mr. FESS. 1 yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. That is purely an administrative function.
The Congress fixed the terms under which the commissioner
could make the examination, and having found the fact he
conld then act upon it.

Mr. FESS. No.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, just one further suggestion,
and then I will not interrupt again.

Mr. FESS. Let me first answer the Senator’s gquestion. I
will yield to him in a few moments.

Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly.

Mr. FESS. The Senator says that is purely an administra-
tive function. Let me go a little farther. If that is purely an
administrative function, let me cite this ease: In an effort to get
u lower rate of duty the shipper follows the practice of taking
the diamonds out of the ring in order that he might ship the
~ring and the diamonds as separate units, which was a method
of avoiding the payment of a higher duty. The ring would come
in under the classification of jewelry, while the diamonds
would not come in under that classification. The stones were
taken out of the ring and shipped in a separate package, and
were therefore declared by the shipper not to be jewelry. The
reason for thus separating the ring from the diamonds was that
a rate of 80 per cent is imposed on jewelry, while the rate on
diamoends is 20 per cent. That case went to the commissioner,
who rendered a decision that finally went fo the court, where
the decision of the commissioner was sustained.

Mr McKELLAR. That was purely administrative.

Mr. FESS. No, Mr. President, that was not purely admin-
istrative; that was a determination on the part of the com-
missioner as to which particular classification the articles fell

under. He said that they fell under the eclassification of
jewelry, and not in the other. Of course it is not merely ad-
ministrative.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will yield further, let me
say that loose diamonds bore a rate, and bear a rate now, of
20 per cent, while set diamonds bear a rate of 80 per cent.
Of course the commissioner must decide whether diamonds
that come in are loose diamonds or whether they are diamonds
in rings or in other pieces of jewelry. So the decision of such
a question is purely administrative.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I hold that it is the function of
Congress to fix the rate under this classification, that elassifi-
ecation, and the other classification; but when it comes to dis-
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puted points as to whether a particular article falls under one

tion or another classification the commissioner is the
one who decides in which classification the article falls, and
he therefore says what duty shall be paid upon the particular
article.

I will cite another example—and I have taken cases that
have been in dispute. In the tariff act a certain duty is placed
upon blankets under the woolen schedule and another and
different duty is fixed upon embroidered goods, A shipper of
blankets followed the practice of embroidering the name of
his firm or the type of the blanket or some particular identify-
ing words in one corner of the blanket. The question arose
whether a blanket with such embroidery should come in as
embroidered goods under the classification covering such goods,
or as a woolen blanket under the woolen schedule. Who de-
cides that question? The commissioner decides it, and then if
the parties in interest do mot want to abide by his decision
they can carry the case farther up. The fact, bowever, that
it can be carried up for final determination does not change
the situation. The question involved is whether such a power
ean be delegated, and I do not care whether the delegation to
determine the question is in the Treasury Department or in
the judieial department, it is a delegation in any event; that
is the point at issue.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. FESS. 1 yield.

Mr. HEBERT. I desire to call the Senator’s attention to the
provision of the revenue law which placed some discretion in
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and particularly the
provision which placed it in his power to say what was a rea-
sonable basis of taxation, or words to that effect; and I desire
to ask if the Senator does not think that in the applieation of
that provision of the law the effect would be and has been to
tax on one basis in one instance and on an entirely different
basis in another instance, dependent upon what the Commis-
sioner of Internal Revenue thought was just and right?

Mr. FESS. Certainly. If it is a tax, that statement would
be a correct one, of course,

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for one
more suggestion?

Mr. FESS. I yield to my friend.

Mr. GEORGE. Then I shall not interrupt the Senator again.

Mr. FESS. I am very glad to be interrupted by the Senator.

Mr, GEORGE. There is no doubt but that we must vest in
all officers a very large diseretion, particularly the customs offi-
cers, the officers who collect the revenues of the Government.
The Congress, however, does determine, after all, whether a
particular rate is to be placed upon a particular produoct or
commodity or article; and the thing that the Congress delegates
is simply the power to determine whether that commodity is
under a particular clause of the tariff or under another cliuse
of the tariff.

Mr. FESS. Is that a delegation of power?

Mr. GEORGE. That is a delegation, It is an administrative
delegation, however. It is not a delegation of legislative power
at all, because the Supreme Court has frequently held, of course,
that Congress could not delegate legislative power; but the
power to classify, the power to determine a fact, can be dele-
gated., For instance, if an animal arrives at a port, the power
must reside in the customs officer to find out whether it is a
cow or a horse, and determine that fact; and when he deter-
mines that fact the duty immediately becomes applicable.

There can be no possible doubt but that under the flexible
provision the rate itself is affected. It is raised 50 per cent or
lowered 50 per cent, in the discretion of the body which is
clothed with the power, as it finds the facts. The Supreme
Court has said that in that provision there is no offense against
the Constitution, for the reason that the Tariff Commission at
present is a mere administrative agency to ascertain the differ-
ence between the cost of production abroad and at home and,
within the range of 50 per cent up and down, to adjust the duty.

I am not quarreling with that decision. I do not think the
decision is sound. I have said so before; buf I say it with
perfect respect to the court and recognizing, of course, the ability
of the great judges who sat in that case. Kven if we concede
that the decision is sound, however, the delegation of power in
this instance is a delegation of power which actually ecarries
with it the right to raise or lower the tariff duty—we will not
dispute about whether or not the tariff duty is a tax—and un-
questionably the fixing of tariff duties is peculiarly and exclu-
sively a function of the sovereign, the Government. The fixing
of duties pever has been, with us at least, within the scope of
the right of individuals who might by private contract fix a
ra::a of duty, as earriers may in the case of imposing freight
rates.
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What I wanted to make clear to the Senator is this: Omitting
any question of the soundness of the Supreme Court's decision,
conceding it absolutely, nevertheless when we delegate a power
such as we are delegating to the Tariff Commission at present—
and we might delegate it to anybody else; we could delegate it
to the Interstate 'Commerce Commission if we wanted to, or to
the Secretary of the Treasury if we wished to, or to anybody ;
we have a right to select our agency, of course; so long as some
other constitutional prohibition did not rise against our freedom
of choice so as to limit and restrict it, we could select any one—
there must necessarily be a very broad difference, which ought,
it seems to me, to address itself to the Legislature, the Congress,
between delegating that kind of power and delegating to the
Interstate Commerce Commission the power to fix transportation
rates.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I have gone far beyond what I
intended to say when I took the floor. I merely desired to
make a statement of my view on the flexible provision.

There iz nothing in the constitutional argument unless we
wish to ignore an unanimous decision of the Supreme Court of
the United States, actualities, and practices long since estab-
lished and sanctioned by the Congress itself. It is either aca-
demie or political, but in any even wholly irrelevant.

The question, then, to be determined is simply one of policy,
unaffected by other considerations. Are readjustments in indi-
vidual rate schedules, made to meet changing conditions during
periods between general tariff revisions, to be determined ulti-
mately by the President, acting on the advice of the Tariff Com-
mission, or by the Congress, acting on the advice of the Tariff
Commission?

Let me reemphasize: The Congress can not undertake a gen-
eral tariff revision oftener than once every seven or eight years
at best unless all other public business is to be neglected and
we are to suffer at frequent intervals all of the uncertainty,
confusion, and costs incident to a complete revision of rates.
Nor is it disputed that in the interim the new situations which
arise almost from month to month in an economic world in
which revolutionary changes are the rule rather than the ex-
ception will render many established rates obsolete overnight.
The dynamic character of our economic life demands flexibility
in the adjustment of tariff schedules to basic needs to a degree
that can not be achieved by periodic revision of tariff legisla-
tion by Congress. Under rapidly changing conditions it is un-
economic and unjust to freeze tariff rates over long periods of
time, Moreover, provision should be made for correcting such
errors as are bound to creep into any tariff revision and to make
possible the revision of schedules which experience has demon-
strated are out of line with actual conditions.

It is contended that the interim revision of individual sched-
ules can be accomplished by the Congress, acting on the advice
of the Tariff Commission; but this possibility is clearly subject
to the gravest doubt. If the schedule in question is one of
first-rate importance, affecting interests nation-wide in scope,
a revision of such schedule will almost inevitably lead to revi-
sion of other schedules in a continuously widening circle, until
the entire tariff law will be reopened. On the other hand, if
the problems that arise relate to narrow, albeit important fields,
essentially local in character, they are hardly likely, if experi-
ence counts for anything, to receive consideration at the hands
of the Congress burdened with an ever-increasing responsibility
for all manner of public interests and problems of great im-
portance to the Nation as a whole. In either event, where
promptness is essential, delay and uncertainty appear inevi-
table, With the responsibilities of the Government growing
from day to day, there is unguestionably increasing need for a
most efficient and expeditious handling of governmental affairs,
particularly of the business which must be conducted by the
Congress. The exigencies of this situation have already been
recognized to a considerable degree, and there are many ex-
amples of the advantages to be realized from the Congress
availing itself of organized and specialized assistance in the
handling of purely administrative underfakings. Only by the
delegation, wherever possible, of administrative detail to its
properly constituted agencies can the Congress hope to continue
to exercise its vast powers and to fulfill its heavy responsibilities
with wisdom and full effectiveness. This is especially impor-
tant in connection with tariff legislation, because the tariff
problem becomes increasingly intricate year by year.

It is important to distinguish between two aspects of tariff
problems, highly different in their implications, and both of
great importance. On the one hand, each tariff rate may be
considered as a factor of greater or less importance directly
affecting the competitive situation in which certain specific com-
modities are produced and marketed. When considered by
itself, a single tariff rate is of direct and vital concern often
to a restricted number of individuals or to relatively limited
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areas. When Congress is forced not only to deal with matters
of general tariff policy but to grapple with the entire rate struc-
tare with all its intricacles, it is almost inevitable that its dis-
position of many rate problems of direct and important bearing
upon relatively localized situations, and of peculiarly sectional
nature, will reflect the narrower rather than the broader inter-
ests at stake. Many rates are almost certain to be dealt with
largely from the point of view of constitnencies and sectional
interests—a point of view which is admittedly inadequate for
the development of a well-balanced tariff rate structure. Al-
though the direct effect of all tariff rates is apt to be limited to
a relatively small circle of commodities or business interests
these rates taken as a whole often affect in a very vital manner
the general setting in which individuals engage in production
and trade. Only by taking this broader view of the tariff
problem is it possible to deal adequately with its national and
international aspects.

Clearly, the Congress is fully competent to determine na-
tional tariff policies. In fact, it is in the establishment of prin-
ciples and objectives in relation to which rates shall be fixed
that Congress should see its major interest and responsibility.
It would seem equally clear that the translation of that policy,
over a considerabie period of years, consistently and impartially
into actual tariff rates is a task which, by virtue of its inherent
complications and difficulties, and because of the breadth and
importance of congressional responsibility in other fields, might
better be performed by an administrative agency, a commission
of tariff experts. Such a commission should subject tariff mat-
ters to continuous and scientific examination, and upon the basis
of such examination recommend necessary rate changes within
the limits fixed by the Congress.

The important bearing of tariff legislation upon the com-
mercial and industrial aectivity of the Nation, the need for con-
stant examination and adjustment of tariff rates and schedules
to changing economic conditions, and the need for continued
effort to improve the methods by which the Congress fulfills its
responsibility in regard to such exacting matters as tariff
legislation, recommend the continuation and perfection of the
flexible feature of our tariff law.

The Congress, in the interest of sound administration, should
recognize its own limitations, It performs its full duty when,
after devoting all of its time for a year or more to the com-
plete revision of our fariff law, it provides, within definite
limits and under rules and principles which it has itself defined,
the necessary machinery and procedure to meet the new cir-
cumstances bound to’arise until it again has the opportunity
to consider the problem in its entirety. Surely there is no sur-
render of legislative functions to be found in a procedure in-
tended to make the tariff policy determined upon by the Con-
gress continuously effective. Not only does such a course in-
volve no inconsistency, but it meets the plain and essential
requirements of our economic life.

What, then, is the businesslike solution of this admittedly
complicated and difficult economic problem? Let us have a
Tariff Commission composed of trained, well-qualified, and un-
biased men. Let them in each instance determine the facts,
and, based on those facts and the principles and rules la‘d
down by the Congress for their gunidance, make their recom-
mendations to the President. Give him the authority to make
their recommendations effective by proclamation. This is what
the proposed provision does. In addition, it provides for open
hearings, and for making public the recommendations of the
commigsion. Such a plan conforms in every respect to the
fundamental principles which I said at the outset should govern
the administration of a protective tariff law under present-day
conditions. Making allowance for the fallibility of human
judgment, and the admitted difficulty of ascertaining with ab-
solute accuracy all of the controlling factors, I know of no
methed more likely to insure a just and expeditious result.
The only discretion granted the President is to accept or re-
ject the recommendations of the commission. Surely he can be
trusted to exercise good judgment, particularly when by virtue
of his office he is in a position at all times to visualize in their
broadest aspect and perspective the industrial and commercial
needs of our country, not only at home but in their relations
with the rest of the world.

The interests of the country will best be served if, after Con-
gress has laid down a policy and enacted a general rate revi-
sion, subsequent readjustments are brought about solely on
the basis of economic considerations, and free from all of the
political and partisan controversy which history has demon-
strated is inseparable from legislative tariff revision.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, before the Senator con-
cludes I desire to call his attention to the fact that in the very
Hampton case in Two hundred and seventy-sixth United States
Reports, from which the Senator read, in my judgment Chief




1930

Justice Taft, quoting an opinion from the Senator’s own su-
preme court—the Supreme Court of Ohio—laid down the true
rule; andIamgoingtonskhiSpemﬂssiontomditaaltls
very short.

In delivering the opinion of the court, Chief Justice Taft
said:

The true distinction, therefore, is, between the delegation of power
to make the law, which necessarily Involves a discretion as to what
it shall be, and conferring an authority or diseretion as to its execu-
tion, to be exercised under and In pursuance of the law. The first
can not be done; to the latter no valid objection can be made.

All the Supreme Court held was that under that rule that
particular flexible clause was purely administrative, and did
not go beyond the rule which had been laid down under our
Constitution. In my judgment, if this flexible clause goes
beyond the one of 1922 it will be very easy for the Supreme
Court to hold, under its holding here, that it is unconstitutional

Mr, FESS. I desire to reread at this point the statement of
the Supreme Court in that case, which covers this question
precisely :

If Congress shall lay down, by legislative act, an intelligible prin-
ciple to which the person or body authorized to fix such rates Is directed
to conform, such legislative action is not a forbidden delegation of
legislative power,

There is not anything more clearly stated than that language
of the Supreme Court. The flexible provision as proposed here
is an intelligible prineiple laid down by this body, and it does
direct the President to what rule to conform; and, when it does,
it does not delegate a forbidden authority. That is the language
of the court from which the Senator has just quoted.

Mr. President, I had not intended to go into this subject in
extenso as I have. I wanted to make clear my view, and I
restate it:

First, tariffs should not be haphazard, and should not be put
on a bargain counter, Tariffs should follow a well-established
poliey ; and the power to establish that policy is Congress. That
is what we are doing here.

Secondly, when a tariff is first established, there ought to be
a reasonable period during which the whole thing shall not be
reopened, to the destruction of business. From the nature of
the case, we ought not to have tariff legislation every year, or
every two years, or every three years. There ought to be a
period during which there is rest for business, in the interest of
employment.

Those two principles, I should think, ought to be fundamental

Thirdly, under the economic condition in which we are liv-
ing, changes come overnight, so that a rate made to-day is out
of place to-morrow. If there is no way in which that rate can
be changed except by opening up the whole question of the
tariff, then we must either freeze these rates over the period
during which we do not have tariff legislation which would be
of itself an unjust act or else we must submit the country to
the confusion of continnal tariff interruption, which is the one
thing we are trying to avoid. But when this particular rate
fs changed in the interim, without opening up the question of
the tariff, it must be changed only upon the basis of a well-
established principle, namely, the difference in the cost of
preduction—that is probably what we would say—of compa-
rable articles between this country and our competing country ;
and in order to do that logically and scientifically it must be
done upon data selected by a scientific body—not Congress,
but a scientific body. That means that we ought to have a
scientific tariff commission, made up of broad-minded men,
capable of surveying facts, and from the facts making a recom-
mendation; and in view of the fact that the tariff is so in-
herently political it has been injected as a political issue so
often, the Tariff Commission ought to be nonpartisan or bipar-
tisan.

It has been charged against the President that he does not
want a nonpartisan or bipartisan commission. I want to cor-
rect that misinformation, because that is what it is. I happen
to know, because I thought it would be better if we had an
odd number on the commission, so as to avoid a deadlock, and
1 argued that there ought not to be an even number. The
answer was, without any hesitancy, “An odd number would
make it politieal, and we do not want a political tariff commis-
sion. An even number will prevent its being political, and we
want to avoid the charge that the commission is a political
body, as it ought not to be”; and that it is three to three is in
line with the argument of the President when he discussed with
different people that particular phase of this incident.

1 never quote the President; but I do not think it is fair
to allow these statements to go unanswered here, because here
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is a statement charging him with the very opposite of what
is true.

It seems to me that there is another consideration. My
good friend from Mississippi took me to task because I stated
at one time that we ought to have the flexible provision in
order that we might correct inequities. I used that language:
and used it advisedly, becanse when we come to tariff legis-
lation there is so much local interest in it, there is so much
individual coloring in it, there is so much of the bargaining
element in it, that frequently we write in items which none of
us would approve if we were left entirely free to our own
judgment in the matter. There are inequities which creep into
almost any legisiation that comes up.

We must recall that here is a bill with 3,218 items in if, 60
per cent of which were left unchanged, but 32 per cent of
them were changed, and every one of them is in some way
in the interest of certain localities and individuals.

I do not know that there is any item in the bill that is unwar-
ranted. There are some items in the bill for which I did not
vote, but it would be an easy thing, without justifying any
charge against anyone, to write into the bill items which might
better be left out.

I thought the insertion of the long-staple cotton item was
of doubtful wisdom. I think the same as to the manganese
item. There are items in the bill which in a few years it might
be thought were better out of it; I do not know; but if a
flexible provision is written into the law, and inequities creep
in, which is almost inevitable, they can be corrected through
I:l:ailL means without throwing the whole thing into the hopper
aga

Mr. President, if the flexible provision is written into the
bill it will be improved to such an extent that I can vote
for the bill,

FEDERAL PATRONAGE CONTROL IN TEXAS

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, some time ago the sub-
committee of the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, of
which I was chalrman, reported upon conditions of patronage
in certain of the States. We found a condition which we
strongly condemned in Mississippi, in Georgia, in South Caro-
lina, and also in Texas.

I am informed that the President has corrected the situation
in Mississippi, Georgia, and South Carolina, but not in Texas.
The referee in charge of the recommendations for appointment
to Federal offices in Texas is Mr. R. B. Creager. I think he is
the worst of all of the leaders of that referee crowd, because
he is smart, he is shrewd, and he has worked up a more scien-
tific scheme of coercion in collecting money from Government
employees than any of the other referees in the country.

The President has not seen fit to remove Mr. Creager as
referee, as I understand, although some of the Texas appoint-
g:nt:e he has recommended have not been yet presented to the

nate.

Mr. McKEELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BROOKHART. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. While the nominations have not been pre-
sented to the Senate, the terms of office of the present incum-
bents have expired, and the President has not sent any other
nominations, so the same men whom we found to be crooked are
still holding office.

Mr. BROOKHART. I think that is correct; they are still
holding over, holding the offices.

A transaction happened in the last few days which caused me
to make these observations at this time. One of the points in
the testimony we took indicated that Mr. Creager was protect-
ing certain hotels in liquor violations, and here is some testi-
mony from Colonel Hill, a little portion of which I want to read.
This related to Mr. Kingsbury, who had been recommended for
postmaster at Fort Worth, I believe it was. I read from the
record :

Senator BROOKHART. What happened to him after that?

Mr, HiLL. He was sent to the penitentiary.

Senator McKsrLAR. Kingsbury was?

Mr. HiLn. Yes, sir.

Senator McKeLrLaz. Had he been a prohibition officer before that?

Mr. HiLn. No; he had been in the oil business before that.

Senator McKELLAR, These prohibition officers, do you know of their
giving protection to any institutions or people?

Mr. Hin A prohibition officer, when he was a prohibition officer,
told me he was giving protection to some hotels.

Benator McEErLLar. What hotel?

Mr. HiLL. The Metropolitan Hotel at Fort Worth, and the Adolphus.

Benator McKerrar, The Metropolitan Hotel?

Mr. Hinn, Yes, sir.
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Senator McKernar. And the Adolphus Hotel?
Mr. Hirt, Yes, sir,

Mr, President, that was competent testimony as against the
prohibition officer, who admitted he was giving protection to
these hotels, and, as he claimed, that was through Mr. Creager's
influence.

Since then Mr. Creager seems to have gone into another line
of business down there, the 1ysol business: in fact, they call him
“Lysol COreager” down in Texas now.

I have here a newspaper account of a transaction which oc-
curred in this same Adolphus Hotel, which I desire to have
inserted in the Recorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed
in the Recomp, as follows:

Lyson Vicrid Is RecovERING—Mms. R. L. Works, House GUEST IN
DaLras, TAggx Int ar HOTEL

Mrs. R. L. Works, of Brownsville, house guest of Mr. and Mrs.
Houston Page, 3544 Roberts Street, was in St. Paul's Hospital Thurs-
day recovering from the effects of swallowing lysol, believed to have
been taken through accldent Wednesday night at the Adolphus Hotel
shortly after excusing herself on account of illness from a dinner party
given on the Adolphus roof by R. B. Creager, of Brownsville, national
Republican committeeman, for a number of friends.

Mr. Creager made the following statement regarding the incident :

“The following friends were my guests at dinner on the roof of the
Adolphus Hotel Wednesday night: Mr, and Mrs. Houston Page, Dal.
las; Mr. and Mrs, J. C. Snipes, of Dallas; G. Degraffenreid, of Dallas;
Mrs, €. G. Watson, of Brownsville; Mrs. R. L. Works, of Brownsville.
Mrs. Watzon and Mrs, Works were the house guests of Mrs, Page.

BECOMES INDISPOSED

“Mrs. Works became indisposed at the table, and at the suggestion
-of one of the other ladies, went to my suite to rest. After an interval,
two of the ¢ther ladies followed her to the suite to ascertain how she
wus feeling, and shortly thereafter the balance of the party followed.
In some manner unknown Mrs. Works had obtained a small bottle of
Iysol, and in the belief of all of the other members of the party,
through mistake, she undertook to gargle her throat, evidently swal-
lowing a portion of the liquid.

“Mrs, Works is the wife of a prominent physician of Brownsville
and a lady of the highest standing. None of her friends believe the
taking of the liquid was other than an unfortunate accident.

“1 am informed Mrs, Works is resting easily at a local hospital,
with every chauce of recovery.”

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I have an affidavit from
the ambulance driver of the Emergency Hospital-——

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, reserving the right to ob-
ject to the insertion of this article in the Recorp, is that an
aceount of an episode which oceurred in Dallas?

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY. Does the Senator think it is quite appro-
priate to put a thing like that in the Recorp?

Mr. BROOKHART. I think so; under the circumstances,
yes.

Mr. CONNALLY. It is a newspaper report, unsubstantiafed.

Mr. BROOKHART. I am following that with an affidavit of
a witness who covered the facts. It is not a hearsay story
altogether.

This affidavit shows that Mr. Creager had liquor there in his
room. He seems himself, from all these circumstances, to have
cut the sereen and thrown the lysol bottle out into the street
after this transaction. But the liquor was still there when this
ambulance driver of the Emergency Hospital went in.

I think this evidence is sufficfent to warrant the Department
of Justice in investigating Creager’s protection of the liquor
business in Texas. I also want to call the President’s attention
to this situation. I want him to know specifically what kind of
a referee he has,

I ask that this affidavit be inserted in the Rucorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the affidavit was ordered to be
printed in the Recorn, as follows:

Darras, TEX., May 29, 1930,
To whom this may concern:

On May 21, 1930, at 12.30 a. m., the Emergency Hospital received a
telephone call from room 1507, Adolphus Hotel. The surgeon on duty
got in the ambulance with me, and I drove to the hotel. The room
clerk and other employees at the desk in the lobby knew mnothing of the
incident, and we caught the elevator. When we arrived at 1507, Mrs,
Works was lying on the bed. She appeared to be unconscious, [ saw
four bottles of milk in the room in which she lay. In a glass 1 found
a mixture of milk and liquor. We pumped out her stomach. While we
were in the room working on Mrs. Works, a man walked in the room.
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He said: “More doctors and less poblicity.” I then went after a
policeman downstalrs. I told a policeman some one had taken lysol, and
he said he had found a lysol bottle and a glass on Akard Street, They
had been thrown from a window of the hotel after Mrs, Works took the
Iysol. When I returned alone a few minutes later, I went into the
next room to 1507, which was connected by an open dcor, The room
was one of three in Mr. R, B. Creager's suite. I saw 2 full pints of white
liquor on a desk. 1 saw part of 1 pint on a dresser. Several glasses
and two ginger-ale bottles were on the dresser. Two women and three
men were in the room. They were sitting down. They then all walked
into the room where the surgeon wag working on Mrs. Works,
FRANE BrYANT,
Emergency Hospital Ambulance Driver.
Subseribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of May, A. D, 1930,
[SEAL,] FeLpa LEg,
Notary Public, Dallas Counly, Tes,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSBE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr, Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House further insisted
on its disagreement to the Senate amendments in disagreement,
as incorporated in House Report No. 1326 of April 28, 1930, to
the bill (IL. R. 2667) to provide revenue, fo regulate commerce
with foreign countries, to encourage the industries of the United
States, to protect American labor, and for other purposes ;
agreed to the further conference asked by the Senate on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr.
HAwiLEY, Mr. TREADWAY, Mr. BACHARACH, Mr, GARNER, and Mr.
CoLLIER were appointed managers on the part of the House at
the further couference,

THE MERCHANT MARINE

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.
9592) to amend section 407 of the merchant marine act, 1928,
the pending question being on the amendment of the Senator
from Tennessee [Mr, MoKELLAR] as modified,

Mr, COPELAND. Mr. President, this bill has been before
the Senate for a long time, but it has not received any attention
from this body for a week past. No doubt the large and
enthusiastic body of Senators present will be glad to be re-
minded as to what the bill is, and what it is all about.

There is pending here what is known as the White bill, and
it is fathered in the Senate by the senior Senator from Louisi-
ana [Mr, RanspErn]. This bill proposes certain changes in the
mail contract law. Its purpose is to make possible the grant-
ing of a mail contract to the Mississippi Steamship Line, a line
operating out of New Orleans. A company made up of local
citizens, men of high standing and ability in the professional
world, have assembled a personnel of men familiar with the
shipping industry who apparently are well qualified to operate
this line running from the Gulf to South America.

If this measure does not pass, the Postmaster General will
be obligated to let the contract to the Munson Line, a line offi-
cered in my city, and a very successful steamship line, and,
of course, one amply able to carry on in the most efficient man-
ner the carriage of mail from the Gulf to South America.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. McKELLAR, The Senator does not mean that the so-
called White bill applies solely and alone to giving the Post-
master General authority to accept the Mississippl Steamship
Co.'s bid?

Mr. COPELAND. That is exactly what I mean.

Mr. McKELLAR., It applies to many other eontracts or any
other contracts, all contracts where the Shipping Board sells
ships. If it applied only to that one line, there would not be an
objection to it. It applies to other lines and would allow the
same-thing done in that case to be done in any case.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, it is becaunse the Senator
from Tennessee, usually so alert, so abreast of all legislation,
and =0 progressive, has fallen on error in this matter, that I
feel it necessary to reply at some length to the guestion he has
just asked me.

Before making that reply, let me gay to the Senate for the
benefit of the interested Senators here in such large numbers
that the amendment presented by the Senator from Tennessee,
and without which, he assures us, the bill ean not pass—and
nnless it is added he has threatenings and slaughter promised
for all other legislation of similar nature—

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no, Mr. President; we will not go that
far. 1 am perfectly willing to stop at slaughter of this meas-
ure, which is an unholy measure in its present state,

Mr. COPELAND. Very well; we will confine it strictly to
the measure before us at the present time,

The Senator has proposed an amendment, an amendment
which in its present form is a duplicate of the so-called Davis
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bill, a bill which passed the House of Representatives and
which eame over to the Senate Committee on Commerce, but
which received so little support from that committee that it
has remained in the pigeonhole ever since it was presented.

When there was pending in the House the Davis bill, which
the Senator from Tennessee has duplicated in his amendment
to the White bill, there were lines which had nrail contracts,
notably, the United Fruit Line, the Grace Line, the Interna-
tional Mercantile Marine, Barber & Co., and Moore & McCor-
mick, operating the line running to Norway and Sweden. The
five lines I have named, together with the Munson Line, which
is directly affected and the only one remaining operating for-
eign ships, had not then received mail contracts. Had the
Senator from Tennessee presented his proposal some months
ago it would have been an appropriate matter for considera-
tion by the Senate and we might justly take all of the time
we have wasted over the matter; we might even well afford to
spend perhaps some more tinre in discussing it.

But, Mr. President, the contracts have been let to the United
Fruit Line, the International Mercantile Marine, the Grace
Line, and to Barber & Co. Barber & Co. operate the West
African Line. The only line affected by the Senator’s amend-
ment is the one line out of the Gulf. That is my reply to the
Senator from Tennessee. There is no other line involved in
the discussion.

Mr. McKELLAR. If that is so, why are the other lines
fighting? The Senator knows that the Mumson Line and the
International Mercantile Marine and the United Fruit Co. are
all fighting the proposal. They are behind the fight here. Of
course, I do not mean in an improper sense, but they do not
want to have the measure passed. Everybody knows the Mis-
sissippi Line does not care whether it is passed or not.

Mr. COPELAND. To begin at the end of the Senator’s state-
ment, does the Senator mean to say the Mississippl Line does
not eare whether the bill passes or not?

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. RANs-
pELL], who is directly interested in the Mississippi Line, is per-
fectly willing that the amendment should be adopted; he does
not object at all. That is what he has stated to me. The only
person I know of who objects to the amendment is the Senator
from New York. Some of the gentlemen from New York with
whom the Senator has been in conference, notably Mr. Munson
himself, say that this ought to become the law. I say it should
become the law by all means. The Senator does not deny it.

Mr. COPELAND. Some irreverent man said that one man
with God is a majority. It does not worry me at all to be
alone. But, of course, I am not alone. Hverybody in the
United States who is interested in an American merchant
marine is opposed to what the Senator wants to pass and enact
into law.

Mr. McKELLAR. So far as I can understand, the only
opponents of the measure are those men engaged in the ship-
ping business, the majority of whose ships or quite a large
number of whose ships fly foreign flags and do not fly American

flags.

Mr. COPELAND. Which part of the measure is the Senator
discussing now, the White bill or the McKellar-Davis amend-
ment?

Mr. McKELLAR. I am discussing the amendment and the
White bill. As a matter of fact, I am very doubtful whether
the White bill ought to pass under any circumstances. It does
not make any difference whom it favors. I doubt the advisabil-
ity of granting great subsidies amounting to millions of dollars.
There has been one contract let already which, I understand,
will amount probably to something like $20,000,000. Are we
going to allow the Postinaster General to grant these subsidies
and draw on the Treasury to pay them as he pleases? I have
my doubts about the wisdom of any such measure.

Mr, COPELAND. Of course, if the Senator feels that way
about it, I would suggest that he ask the leaders on the other
side of the Chamber to displace the bill and let us eonsider
something else.

Mr. McKELLAR. I am perfectly willing, I have no objec-
tion to that course. I am not interested in the White bill, I
would be perfectly willing to see it defeated.

Mr. COPELAND. I am really surprised at the statement of
the Senator. If I should rise here and make such a statement,
I would be accused of desiring to have the bid go to the
Munson Line of my city; but when the Senator makes it, he
is proposing to thwart a southern steamship line in the success-
ful operation of a business which will do great things for the
southern part of our country.

Mr. McKELLAR. The facts about the matter are these:
The Postmaster General has held up this little southern line
and is using it for the purpose of having great power put in his
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own hands, the power to let these contracts to whomsoever he
will. To whom has he let them up to this date? Has he let
them to any lines that need the help of the Gevernment to build
up an American merchant marine? Not at all. He has let
them ordinarily to the richest and most powerful shipping lines
in the country. According to the Senafor's own statement, he
has recently let contracts to the Munson Line, the International
Mercantile Marine, and the United Fruit Co., which together
are flying more foreign flags than they are American flags;
and yet the Senator talks about using this measure to build
up the American merchant marine.

The thing that is trying to be accomplished here is to use
this little Mississippi company, toward which the Postmaster
General has acted unfairly and unjustly and in my judgment
illegally, to get the enormous power that he wants. He is
psing that as a bludgeon to foree the Senate into passing this
measure, which will allow him hereafter to give large sub-
sidies at his own wish, secretly and without advertisement,
without publicity, and to give them to such lines as he sees fit,

I do not believe the White bill should pass. I doubt very
much whether I would vote for it even when it is hedged about
with the safeguards of the amendment I have offered. It would
be a fine thing if the Senate would defeat the entire bill

Mr. COPELAND. Let us see how unfairly the Mississippi
Line has been treated.

Mr. McKELLAR. If it has been treated unfairly—and I
think it has; I think it has a just claim against the Govern-
ment—1I, for one, as a member of the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and I am sure the Senator from New York, who is also a
member of that committee, would vote to appropriate enough
money to make sure that justice was done to that company.
But when we are called upon to enact legislation inimical to
the best interests of the country by using such means as these,
it seems to me it is perfectly outrageous,

Mr, COPELAND. The Senator speaks feelingly.

Mr. McKELLAR., I am very much against the bill, as the
Senator understands,

Mr. COPELAND. I gained that from the Senator’s remarks.

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the Internafional Mercantile Ma-
rine and the Munson Co. have been spending a great deal of
money having shippers and personal friends and social friends
and every other kind of friends, people who know nothing in
the world about the bill, send the Senator from Tennessee tele-
grams about it. I resent it. I resent any such action upon
their part. It savors of what was done in connection with the
Grundy tariff bill. When some one wants to bludgeon a Sen-
ator, he has somebody in Washington get somebody in New
York to send out telegrams urging that a certain Senator be
flooded with telegrams to make him vote a certain way,

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator make the same applica-
tion of that statement when the telegrams come to me telling
me not to vote for the tariff bill?

Mr. McKELLAR. No; I do not.

Mr. COPELAND. That is different, is it?

Mr. McKELLAR. When the telegrams come from Tennes-
see, I am frank to say, I like the people who send them, and I
have replied to them. But others that come from other places
I have dropped into the wastebasket where they belong.

Mr. COPELAND. I wonder what was the attitude of the
Senator toward the tariff telegrams?

Mr. McKELLAR. It was just exactly the same, I did ex-
actly the same thing with those. When they come from my
State I treated them with the greatest respect and considera-
tion as is my duty. When they come from other parts of the
country I drop them into the wastebasket.

Mr. COPELAND. What would the Senator advise me to do
about 5,000 telegrams which I have received-since yesterday
morning urging me to vote against the tariff bill?

Mr. McEELLAR. I think the Senator, without regard to
those telegrams, ought to use his good hard common sense, he
ought to use his good judgment, he ought to use his sense of
right, and he ought to vote against the iniquitous tariff bill
which has been brought here in the way it has been submitted
to us. I hope the Senator will disregard the question of tele-
grams from everybody and anybody, and use his own good
judgment and vote against the bill.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator thinks the telegrams are all
right so long as they come on that side?

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; I think it is a very foolish thing
for people to do. Where people do not have any knowledge of
what they are telegraphing about and yet send telegrams under
those circumstances, I think it is a very foolish practice. I
do not believe that it does any good. It is just a method which
the lobbyists here in Washington have of attempting to deal
with Senators. The lobby business is a perfect outrage upon
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the Senate of the United States. Senators ought not to under-
take to answer all the telegrams that a little lobbyist sitting
here in the gallery causes to be sent by telegraphing out to
‘people in his State or in other States. He manages in some
way to get a list of the Senator’s friends back home and wires
them asking them to telegraph the Senator, and all that kind
of thing. I think it is a wrong practice. They do not know
what they are telegraphing about half the time,

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). The
Senator will state it.

Mr, COPELAND. Have I lost the floor?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York
has the floor.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator has lost the floor, I will
stggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr, COPELAND. I hope the Senator will not do that.

Mr, McKELLAR. No; I will not do it if the Senator does
not wish it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York
has the floor.

Mr. COPELAND. I am very much interested in what the
Senator said about telegrams. One of the great newspapers in
my city runs a 3-column block on the front page every day
with a little letter addressed to *Dear Senator CoOPELAND.”
Then it gives me advice about how I should vote on the tariff
bill,

Mr. McKELLAR. I am quite sure that the paper is very
friendly to the Senator and tries to advertise him. I have no
doubt it does advertise him very much, I do not think the
Senator ought to object to a thing like that at all.

Mr. COPELAND. I have not objected. It is the Senator
from Tennessee who is objecting. I am not objecting. I want
to say to my friend from Tennessee that the paper gives me this
little message every day, and then at the bottom says to its
readers:

If you agree with what we say, send a telegram to Senator Cope-
LAXD. We print underneath this letter duplicates of the Western
Union telegraph blank and the Postal Co. telegraph blank. You can
send this as a night message for 30 cents or as a day message for 30
cents. Then we advise that you give the other blank to ome of your
friends to send the Senator,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President—

Mr. COPELAND. Just a moment. Yesterday the local
representative of that great newspaper, a friend of mine of
whom I am very fond, came to me and asked if I wonld consent
to be photographed with this stack of telegrams. I said, “ Cer-
tainly.” Then I took the telegram written by the editor, held
it In my hand while the photograph was taken, and then sent
this little message to him:

Dear Roy: It pays to advertise in the New York Telegram.

So I am satisfied that that great newspaper has many read-
ers in my city, and I am delighted to have these messages
from my constituents so that I may be rightly guided to find
the true path to travel when it comes time to make a
determination.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will yield, I will say, first,
that the instance the Senator has just mentioned bears evi-
dence of the truth of the statement I have often heard about
the Senator, which is that he is the best advertiser in the
United States. That is No. 1. In the next place, I want
to say to the Senator——

Mr, COPELAND. Will not the Senator from Tennessee say
“the most advertised” and not “the greatest advertiser”?

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I will say “the most advertised.”

Mr. COPELAND. I like that better.

Mr., McKELLAR. I accept the amendment. In the next
place, I want to say to the Senator that so far as telegrams
of that kind are concerned, I think there iz infinitely more to
them than there is in the action of some lobbyist for a bill, as
in the case of the White bill, going around secretly and having
the friends of a Senator send him telegrams. There Is nothing
wrong in the method which has been suggested; it is a very
good way to obtain publie sentiment.

When a newspaper advertises, the advertisement shows on its
face exaetly what it is, so that a Senator can appraise the
communications which it inspires. He knows that his constitu-
enfs have seen and considered the statement in the newspaper.
Of course, telegrams coming as a result of such methods are of
more valone than communications received as a result of the
effort of some lobbyist, who undertakes to create propaganda,
such as I deseribed in the present situation. A very different
situation is presented in the two cases. In the latter case I
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think the communications which come .to Senators are of very
little worth.

Mr. COPELAND. I am very much obliged to the Senator for
his comment. I will take this occasion to say that it is im-
possible for me to reply personally to each of the letters which
I have received, but I think most of the senders will receive
the message that I will give their suggestions due consideration.

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator onght to
go farther than that; he ought to take this occasion to announce
that he is going to follow the suggestions, or, whether he follows
the snggestions or not, at least say that the suggestions meet
his entire approval and that he is going to vote against this
iniquitous bill.

Mr. COPELAND, Does not the Senator think in that case
probably the newspaper would stop printing this advertising
material?

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator is going te look at it from
the personal standpoint, perhaps that is so; but I had hoped
the Senator was willing to forego any further advertisement,
because he has already had the benefit of the advertisement.

Mr. COPELAND. The secret involved, if there be one, will
soon be revealed, because I trust we are going to have a vote
on the tariff bill very shortly. For the good of the country it
is time the tariff bill were put behind us, so that the country
may settle down to a normal state of affairs.

Some little time ago, Mr. President, in discussing the mer-
chant marine bill I tried to divert the thought of the Senator
and to get him in a better mood. I find that that effort has been
successful. Before our late exchange of pleasantries he was
really speaking in so bitter a tone that I wished to straighten
him out a little in his mental processes,

Mr. McKELLAR. Under those circumstances, if the Senator
has such splendid thought, I think he had better not return to
the White bill; he had better leave it alone and devote his
time and attention to a better subject. The White bill ought
not to be passed, anyway. I am inclined to think that I have
done wrong; I am inclined to think that I have not done my
full duty, for, instead of offering an amendment to mitigate the
evils of the White bill, I probably ought to have devoted my
time to defeating it absolutely. I will think it over during the
night; and if I am of the same opinion to-morrow that I am
to-day, I think I will try to defeat the whole bill rather than
to amend it and mitigate its unfairness. >

Mr. COPELAND. I hope the Senator not only will meditate
over it but that he will pray over it, so that his conclusion will
be sure to be right.

I wish to take this occasion, however, to reply to some of the
criticisms my genial friend has passed upon certain of the
great steamship operators. He took occasion some days ago to
speak about the International Mereantile Marine, and to state
that while it owns and operates American ships, it likewise
owns and operates British ships. He also stated in effect that
Mr. Franklin and his associates, the owners of this line, had a
contract with the British Government by the terms of which,
in case of need on the part of Great Britain, the English Gov-
ernment may commandeer not alone the British ships but also
the American ships operated by the International Mercantile
Marine. Have I fairly quoted the statement of the Senator?

Mr. McCKELLAR. That was the original contract of 1902 or
1803—1I think it was. I have it here, Afterwards Mr. Franklin
held a conference with the Shipping Board and very kindly
agreed not to turn over the American ships to Great Britain
in the event of war between Great Britain and the United
States, He was very gracious about it, and the contract has
been modifiad in some such way; but as the Senator can easily
see, when we give the International Mercantile Marine subsi-
dies, those subsidies can be used for building foreign ships as
well as American ships.

Mr. COPELAND. I do not think the Senator is quite gen-
erons.

Mr. McKELLAR. I may not be generous, but I am accurate
in my statement. I have the contract here, which I will read
if the Senator so desires.

Mr, COPELAND. No; the Senator can do that in his own °
time, because I am going to read a little myself.

The Senator stated that there is an ironclad agreement, or
words to that effect. that in ease of necessity or demand of the
British Government that Government might take the British-
flag ships owned and operated by Mr. Franklin and his asso-
ciates and likewise the American ships. He has receded a little
from that statement, but I want the Recorp to show what is
the absolute fact. This question was discussed; it was a
matter of concern on the part of the Shipping Board.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will permit me, before he
reads, I have the contract before me, and I can read it to him.
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It shows the accuracy of the statement which I made about it
There can not be any doubt about it, because it is of record.

Mr, COPELAND. Well, Mr, President, there is not any ques-
tion that the Senator made the statement, and, as I said the
other day, there is no question either that there was such an
arrangement in the first place, or at least it was so interpreted.

Mr, McKELLAR. Yes; I did not think there was any doubt
about it; I never heard it denied before. For many years when
the late Senator La Follette was a member of this body on a
number of occeasions he brought that contract to the attention
of the Senate of the United States. It has been so understood
and agreed by all informed persons, I think, ever since.

Mr. COPELAND. As a matter of faet, Mr. President, the
contract was entered into years ago between the International
Mercantile Marine and the British Board of Trade. But on
the 8th day of June, 1921—and that is a long time, nine years
ago—an agreement was entered into between the commissioners
for executing the office of high lord admiral of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Board of Trade,
and so forth, and the International Mercantile Marine Co. I
am going to ask that two pages relating to that agreement be
inserted in the REcoRD.

I will simply briefly refer to it. I quote:

As from the date hereof the principal agreements ghall be read and
construed as if there were excluded therefrom any and all vessels docu-
mented under the laws of the United Btates of Amerieca, to the end that
the principal agreements shall not affect or apply to the ships under
the flag of the United States of America which are at any time operated
by the parties hereto of the second part or by any company under their
control which is not a British company.

That gquotation is found on page 1738 in what is known as
Appendix G-1 of the document I hold in my hand. I ask to
have printed in the Recorp, beginning on page 1736, the resolu-
tion adopted by the United States Shipping Board, March 3,
1921; and then Appendix G-1, the agreement executed in ac-
cordance with the resolution which will be found on page 1737
and page 1738.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

(Appendix G)
RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE UNITED STATES SHIPPING BOARD MARCH 3, 1021

Whereas a hearing was granted the International Mereantile Marine
Co. by the United States Shipping Board with reference to a certain
agreement dated Auvgust 1, 1903, between the commissioners for exeeut-
ing the office of lord high admiral of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland and the Board of Trade (for and on behalf of His
Majesty’s Government), the International Mercantile Marine Co,, and
certain British companies, which said sgreement provides among other
things :

(a) “The term °the association' hereinafter used means the parties
hereto of the second and third parts and also includes any other com-
pany corporate or unincorporate, partnership, body, or person, whether
British, American, or other foreign, by which any arrangement {8 admitted
to or brought under the econtrol of the association or any of its con-
stituent parts for the time being.”

(b) “Panr. 8 If at any time hereafter during the continuance of this
agreement any other company, whether ecorporate or unineorporate,
partnership, body, or person whether British, American, or other foreign
shall be admitted to or brought under the control of the association or
any of its constituent parts for the time being the association shall
give notice thereof to His Majesty's Government and shall furnish all
such particulars with regard to terms, parties, or otherwize as the Gov-
ernment may reasonably require.”

(¢) “Pam. 10. This agreement shall have effect for 20 years from
September 27, 1902, and shall continue in force thereafter subject to a
notice of five years on either side (which may be given during the con-
tinuance of this agreement), provided that His Majesty's Government
shall have the right to terminate this agreement at any time if the
association pursue a policy injurious to the interests of the British
mercantile marine or of British trade.” 7

(d) *Par. 12. In case of any difference as to the intent and meaning
of this agreement or in case of any dispute arising out of this agreement
the game shall be referred to the Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain
for the time being, whose decision, whether on law or fact, shall be
final.”

And whereas it was developed at sald hearing that although said
International Mercantile Marine Co, is owned practically in its entlrety
by citizens of the United States, yet that certain contract and agreement
dated August 1, 1903, together with certain agreements supplementary
thereto between the parties above stated Is regarded by the United
States Shipping Board as inimical to and not in harmony with the policy
of the United Btates of America with respect to the development of its
trade and commerce and merchant marine and at variance with both the
letter and the spirit of the merchant marine act, 1920,
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Resolved, That the International Mercantile Marine Co. be, and it is
hereby, requested and directed by the United States Shipping Board to
80 amend the sald agreement of August 1, 1903, together with agree-
ments supplementary thereto, as to exclude therefrom any and all
vessels documented under the laws of the United States, to the end that
said agreement and supplements thereto shall not be allowed to affect
or apply to the ships operated by said International Mercantile Marine
Co, at any time under the flag of the United Ststes of America; and
be it further

Resgolved, That sald International Mercantile Marine Co. advise the
United States Shipping Board of its conclusion with respect to this
resolution.

(Appendix G-1)
AGEEEMENT BXECUTED IN ACCOEDANCE WITH THE ABOVE RESOLUTION

An agreement made the 8th day of June, 1921, hetween the commis-
sioners for executing the office of lord high admiral of the United King-
dom of Great Britain and Ireland and the Board of Trade (for and on
behalf of His Majesty's Government) of the first part, the International
Mercantile Marine Co. (formerly known as the International Navigation
Co.), being a corporation incorporated and registered under the laws
of the State of New Jersey in the United States of America of the
second part, and tbe Oceanic Steam Navigation Co. (Ltd.), Frederick
Leyland & Co, (Ltd.) (formerly known as Frederick Leyland & Co,
(1900) (Ltd.)), the Atlantic Transport Co. (Ltd.), and the Interna-
tional Navigation Co. (Ltd.) (all of whom are hereinafter referred to as
the British companies) of the third part; whereas this agreement is
supplemental to three agreements (hereinafter called the prineipal
agreements) dated, respectively, the 1st day of August, 1903, the 1st
day of October, 1910, and the 2d day of September, 1019, and all made
between the parties hereto of the first and second parts and the parties
hereto of the third part and the British & North Atlantic Steam Navi-
gation Co. (Ltd.), and the Mississippi & Dominion Steamship Co. (Ltd.)
(which last-named companles have since the date of the second principal
agreement been finally liquidated and the whole of their assets trans
ferred to Frederick Leyland & Co. (Ltd.)); and whereas doubts have
been raised in the United States of America as to whether under the
provigions of the principal agreements the parties hereto of the first
part have any, and if so, what, control over vessels under the flag of
the United States of America which at any time are operated by the
parties hereto of the second part of by any company under their control
which is not a British company; and whereas at the request of the
parties bhereto of the second and third parts the parties hereto of the
first part have agreed to enter into this agreement for the purpose of
satisfying sueh doubts, now it is hereby agreed by and between the
parties hereto as follows :

1. As from the date hercof the principal agreements shall be read
and construed as if there were excluded therefrom any and all vessels
documented under the laws of the Unlted States of America, to the
end that the principal agreements shall not affect or apply to the
ships under the flag of the United States of America which are at any
time operated by the parties hereto of the second part or by any
company under tbeir control which is not a British company.

2. The principal agreements shall, save as expressly varied by this
agreement, remain in full foree,

3. This agreement shall expire or be terminable in the game manner
as the principal agreements.

As witness the hands and seals of two of the before-mentioned com-
missioners and the seal of the Board of Trade, parties hereto of the first
part, and the corporate seals of the parties hereto of the second and
third parts, the day and year first before written.

Signed, sealed, and delivered by Rear Adnriral Frederlck Laurence
Field, C. B, C. M. G, and Vice Admiral Bir Osmond de Beauvoir
Brock, K. C. B, K. C. M. G, K, C. V. O, being two of the commis-
gioners for executing the office of lord high admiral of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, In the presence of—

F. L. FieLp,
0. pE B. BroCE,
¥. L. Horsgy,
Paymaster Commander Royal Navy,
Becrotary to Third Bea Lord.
J. C. BOARDMAN,
Paymaster Commander Royal Navy,
Becretary to Deputy Ohief of Biaff.
The seal of the board of trade was hereunto aflixed by the direction
of the President of the Board of Trade in the presence of—
BTANLEY BALDWIX,
H. D. RICHARDSON,
Translator and Assistant Librarian in the Bpard of Trade.

The geal of the International Mercantile Marine Co. was bereunto

affixed in the presence of—
P. A, B. FrANELIN,
President and Director,
C. R. JEBvVES,
Asgistant Seorctary.

.
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The conmon seal of the Oceanic Steam Navigation Co. (Ltd.) was
hereunto affixed in the presence of—
HarorLp A, SanNpErsox, Director.
ArLexe. Kurr, A. C. A, Secretary.
The geal of Frederick Leyland & Co. (Ltd.) was hereunto afized in
the presence of—
CHArLES F. TorrrY, Director.
GeORGR GOLDSWORTHY, Secretary.
The secal of the Atlantic Transport Co. (Ltd.) was hereunto affixed
in the presence of—
CHarLES F. TORREY,
E. C. GRENFELL,
Directors,
James F. HORNCASTLE,
Secretary.
The seal of the Internatlonal Navigation Ce. (Ltd.) was hereunto
aflixed In the presence of—
H. Coxcanow,

A. B. Cavry,
Directora,
FraNk CHARLTON, A. C. A,

Becretary.

Mr. COPELAND. That disposes of that particular criticism
of the International Mercantile Marine,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
me, right here I will state the exact facts. I quote from a state-
ment made by the late Senator La Follette in a speech he made
on August 2, 1921.

INTERNATIONAL MERCANTILE MARINE CONTROLLED BY ITS RRITISH
SUBSIDIARIES

It is evident from these contracts that the International Mercantile
Marine Co., so far from controlling its so-called British subsidiaries, is
completely controlled by them, Think of that for a moment, if you
want to know how completely the International Mercantile Marine Co.
is controlled by Great Britain. It must vote the stock it holds for
British directors, and, moreover, for British directors satisfactory to
the British Government. The British directors in turn absolutely con-
trol the management of their companies. They route the ships, they
fix the rates, they man and officer the ships with British subjects, and
hold the ships at all times subject to the orders of the British Navy.
They muost pay to the British Government annually many millions of
dollars, probably hundreds of millions, for taxes and excess-profits
taxes. These British directors control their own program for new con-
stroction and for the purchase of additional ships. In short, they are
British companies in every sense of the word. The only function left
under these contracts to the International Mercantile Marine is fo re-
ceive on its stock holdings such dividends as may be declared for its
benefit by a British board of directors which is satisfactory to the
British Government, and they can not receive a farthing more.

Mr. President, anyone who will examine this chart that was
put into the Recorp at that time by the late Senator La Follette,
and examine it in connection with the so-called modification,
will find that in reality the contracts are still in existence, and
there has been only a nominal change in order to meet the ap-
proval of the United States Shipping Board; but this company
is a British-controlled company. Everybody knows that the
International Mercantile Marine is a British-controlled company,
and vet one of its subsidiaries right now is drawing three sub-
gidies, if I remember correctly, from the American Government
under this new law, and, of course, its benefits are going to a
foreign country.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, everybody but the Senator
from Tennessee knows that he is mistaken.

Mr. McCKELLAR. We will see about that.

Mr. COPELAND. The International Mercantile Marine is 100
per cent American in its ownership.

The Senator has quoted from the late Senator La Follette,
Nobody in this Chamber has greater respect for his memory
than I, and nobody loved him more in his life than I did. I
went across the continent in order that I might be in Madison
at the time he was buried, because of my great affection for the
man. Great changes, however, have come about in nine years;
and great changes have come abouf in two years. Where at
the beginning of the war we had only 15 ships in transoceanic
service owned by Americans—that is all—to-day we have in
process of building $150,000,000 worth of American ships. That
is a wonderful thing.

For my part, when I investigate why it is that we had no
ships before the war and no ships after the war, and now have
a state of affairs where we are building up rapidly, day by day
and week by week, an American merchant marine, I inguire,
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Why? What has happened? It was the passage of the White-
Jones Act that did it; and now the Senator from Tennessee
comes here and says, “Perhaps we had better attack the ap-
propriations,” and says that he and I, as members of the Appro-
priations Committee, can stand out against these appropriations.

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no; that is not what I said at all.
That might be a wise course. I am not so sure about that. I
have not considered it. What I did say, however, was that If
we should refuse to pass this White blll, if the little Mississippi
concern down there has a just grievance against the Govern-
ment, it might be infinitely cheaper for the Government to pay
that company a proper amount to cover its loss than to pass
this bill, which allows any number of secret raids upon the
Treasury of the United States.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. YANDENBERG. On the general proposition as to
whether or not ships taken into the American merchant marine
under the Jones-White Act can, under any remote circumstance,
by any stretch of the imagination, be responsive to any foreign
control, I call the atfention of the Senator from New York to
?.-;rltlon 702 (a) of the merchant marine act, which reads as

ollows :

The following vessels may be taken and purchased or used by the
United States for national defense or during any national emergency
declared by proclamation of the President :

(1) Any wessel in respect of which, under a contract hereafter
entered into, a loan is made from the construction loan fund ereated
by section 11 of the merchant marine act, 1920, as amended—at any
time until the principal and interest of the loan has been paid; and

(2) Any vessel In respect of which an ocean-mall contract is made
under Title IV of this act—at any time during the period for which the
contract is made.

In other words, it Is incontrovertible and statutory that so
long as any ship is enjoying benefit under the Jones-White
Act, it is for that period inevitably and incontrovertibly under
the American flag.

Mr. COPELAND. And, further, let me add, when any ship
is built by the aid of a loan it must be for a period of 20 years,
under the American flag.

1 say that the Jones-White law has been one of the most
forward-looking and immediately successful laws ever enacted.
I see the Senator from Washington on his feet now. I want to
congratulate him once more, as I have many times before, on
the enactment of this beneficent legislation.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. JONES. I thank the Senator for his kind words. I
desire to suggest, also, that even after the 20-year period the
vessel could not be put under another flag without the consent
of five members of the Shipping Board.

Mr. COPELAND. That is true.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. McNARY. I think, after this exchange of pleasantries,
this would be a good place to recess. I therefore move that
the Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, before the Senator does
that, in one more effort to arrange this matter, I desire to
modify my amendment. I ask unanimous consent that the mod-
ified amendment may be printed and lie on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has that right.

Mr. McKELLAR. No; I would not have the right to have it
printed, and I desire to have it printed and lie on the table.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator desires his modi-
fied amendment to be treated as pending rather than to have it
lie on the table, does he not?

Mr. McEKELLAR. Yes.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFEREED

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate Executive
messages from the President of the United States making sun-
dry nominations, which were referred to the appropriate com-
mittees,

BECESS

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President
Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Oregon,
Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate take a recess until

12 o'clock to-morrow.
The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 40 minutes

p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, June
6, 1930, at 12 o'clock meridian.
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NOMINATIONS

Erecutive nominations received by the Senate June 5 (legisla-
tive day of May 29), 1930
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
Wallace Townsend, of Arkansas, to be United States attorney,
eastern district of Arkansas, to succeed Charles F, Cole, whose
term expired April 13, 1930.
UNITED STATES MARSHAL
Charles K. Allen, of Washington, to be United States marshal,
western district of Washington, to succeed E. B. Benn, whose
term expired March 16, 1930.
APPOINTMENTE IN THE ARMY

The following-named cadets, United States Military Academy,
who are scheduled for graduation on June 12, 1930:

To be second licutenants with rank from June 12, 1930
CORPS OF ENGINEERS

1. Cadet Paul Frailey Yount.

2. Cadet William Arnold Carter, jr.
8. Cadet William Whipple, jr.

4. Cadet Charles Keller, jr.

5. Cadet Ralph Powell Swofford, jr.

6. Cadet James Keller Herbert.

7. Cadet Frederick Walker Castle.

8. Cadet Paul Ernest Ruestow.

9, Cadet Philip Frederick Kromer, jr.

10. Cadet Clement Van Beuren Sawin.

11. Cadet LeRoy Bartlett, jr.

12. Cadet Robert Blake Lothrop.

13. Cadet Emil Fred Klinke.

14. Cadet George Fletcher Schlatter,

156. Cadet Edward Fenlon Kumpe.

16. Cadet Robert Lynn Lancefield.

SIGNAL CORPS

17. Cadet William Dewoody Dickinson, jr.
22 Cadet Elmer Landen Meguire,
20. Cadet Andrew Mark Wright, jr.
31. Cadet Albert Eugene Dennis.
36. Cadet Charles William Haas.
41. Cadet Albert Joseph Mandelbaum.
51. Cadet Francis Frederick Uhrhane,
54. Cadet James Nugent Vaughn.
95. Cadet Thetus Cayce Odom.
CAVALRY

27. Cadet Robert William Porter, jr.

28. Cadet John Henderson Dudley.

30. Cadet Lyman Huntley Shaffer.

52. Cadet Charles Granville Dodge.

68. Cadet Hamilton Hawkins Howze.

80. Cadet Morris John Lee.

88. Cadet Franklin Fearing Wing, jr.

89. Cadet James Owen Curtis, jr.

91. Cadet Henry Bittinger Croswell.

92. Cadet William Fletcher Grisham.

93. Cadet Phillips Waller Smith,

102. Cadet Albert Everett Harris.

110. Cadet William Henry Sterling Wright.

125. Cadet Brainard Spencer Cook.

126. Cadet Troup Miller, jr.

131. Cadet O'Neill Keren Kane.

139. Cadet Lauris Norstad.

142. Cadet Marvin Candler Johnson.
FIELD ARTILLERY

20. Cadet Clarence Harvey Gunderson.
21. Cadet Donald Ralph Neil.

23. Cadet Frederick Guarside Terry.

25. Cadet Irvin Rudolph Schimmelpfennig,
26. Cadet James Judson Heriot.

32. Cadet William Herschel Allen, jr.

33. Cadet Howard Monroe McCoy.

39. Cadet Charles Lee Heitman, jr.

40. Cadet Louis Theilmann Heath.

Cadet Andrew Pick O’Meara.

45. Cadet Aubrey Kenneth Dodson.

46. Cadet Mark Edward Bradley, jr.

47. Cadet Philip Campbell Wehle.

48, Cadet Douglas M:itchell Kilpatrick, jr.
49, Cadet Wiley Duncan Ganey.

50. Cadet George Clifford Duebring,

56, Cadet Alexander Graham Stone.

57. Cadet Jacquard Hirshorn Rothschild.
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58. Cadet Stuart Francis Crawford.
59. Cadet Truman William Carrithers.

62.

Cadet Keith Hartman Ewbank,

. Cadet Thomas Irwin Edgar.

. Cadet Herbert Charles Gibner, jr.

. Cadet Albert Mark Smith, 2d.

. Cadet Harry Hollingsworth Geoffrey.
. Cadet Harry Brown Packard.

. Cadet Robert Highman Booth.

. Cadet Mahlon Smith Davis,

. Cadet Winfield Wilber Sisson.

. Cadet John Joseph MacFarland,

Cadet Ernest Emil Holtzen, 2d.

. Cadet Samuel Lynn Morrow, jr.
. Cadet Albert Watson, 2d.

. Cadet Birrell Walsh,

. Cadet Alva Revista Fitch,

. Cadet James Quayle Brett.

. Cadet Percy Howard Brown, jr,

Cadet Paul Clark, jr.

. Cadet Edward Sedgwick Berry.

. Cadet Richard Churchill Hutchinson.
. Cadet John Frank Greco.

. Cadet George Goodrell Garton.

. Cadet Robert Louis Brunzell

Cadet Robert William Timothy,

. Cadet Barksdale Hamlett.

. Cadet William Ewing Grubbs.

. Cadet William Dole Eckert.

. Cadet Harold Eugene Brooks,

. Cadet Bream Cooley Patrick.

. Cadet Thomas Weldon Dunn.

. Cadet Millard Lewis,

. Cadet James Frederick Ammerman,
. Cadet John Chesley Kilborn.

150, Cadet Frederick Dwight Atkinson.

152
155.
156.
157.
158.
159.
160.
164.

18.
19.
24,
34,
38.
43.
44,
65,
5.
83.
87.
95.
o7.

101.
103.
105.
108.
112.
113.
115.
116.
117.
118,
130.
132,

Cadet Carl Amandus Brandt.

Cadet John Charles Hayden.

Cadet Robert Allen Ports.

Cadet Roderick Leland Carmichael, jr.
Cadet Carl Irven Hutton.

Cadet George Wareham Gibbs.

Cadet Arthur Cleveland Goodwin, jr.
Cadet Harold Lester Smith.

COAST ARTILLERY CORPS

Cadet Lawrence Arthur Bosworth,
Cadet Cyrus Lawrence Peterson,
Cadet Oscar Benjamin Beasley.
Cadet Carl Henry Fernstrom,
Cadet Hubert du Bois Lewis.
Cadet Clark Neil Piper.
Cadet Robert Jefferson Wood.
Cadet Robert Foster Haggerty.
Cadet Arthur Leonard Fuller, jr.
Cadet Harry Raymond Boyd.
Cadet Marvin Lewis Harding.
Cadet Dana Stuart Alexander.
Cadet Joseph Henry Twyman, jr.
Cadet David Hodge Baker,
Cadet James Sylvester Sutton.
Cadet James Theopold Darrah.
Cadet Robert Edwin Cron, jr.
Cadet Willis Almeron Perry,
Cadet Grant Eugene Hill,
Cadet Alden Pugh Taber,
Cadet Charles Joseph Odenweller, jr.
Cadet Edwin Sanders Perrin.
Cadet Neal Edwin Ausman.
Cadet Charles Clinton Cloud, jr.
Cadet Arthur Carey Peterson.

134. Cadet Paul Arthur Roy.

136. Cadet William Henry Harris.

140. Cadet Adam Andrew Koscielniak,
141. Cadet James Snow Lunn.

143. Cadet John Brazelton Fillmore Dice.

37.
53.
60.
61.
66.
70.
72,

INFANTRY

Cadet Darwin Worth Ferguson.
Cadet Herbert Voivenelle Mitchell.
Cadet Walter Campbell Sweeney, jr.
Cadet Henry Bing Kunzig.

Cadet Frank Kowalski, jr.

Cadet John Xavier Walsh.

Cadet Robert James Watson,
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78, Cadet Anthony Eugene Curcio.
82. Cadet Wendell Holmes Langdon.

106.
107.
109.
111
121,

Cadet Roy Ernest Lindquist.
Cadet Sidney Clay Wooten.
Cadet Ross Thatcher Sampson.
Cadet Archibald William Stuart.
Cadet Raymond Davis Millener, -

. Cadet Aubrey Dewitt Smith.

Cadet Frederick Reginia Weber.
Cadet Tom Robert Stoughton, jr.
Cadet Othel Rochelle Deering,
Cadet Leon Clarence Scott.

. Cadet William Naille Taylor.

. Cadet William Warner Harris.

. Cadet Frederick Gardner Crabb, jr.
. Cadet Buford Russell Nyquist.

Cadet Roy Whitman Muth,

. Cadet Richard Shafle Freeman,

. Cadet Jaromir Jan Pospisil.

. Cadet Richards Montgomery Bristol.
. Cadet Edward Irving Sachs,

. Cadet Marshall Hill Hurt, jr.

. Cadet Samuel Philbrick Kelley.

. Cadet George Williamm Lermond.

Cadet Norman Ray Burnett.
Cadet Charles Lind Olin.
Cadet Samuel Roth,

Cadet Joe Clifton East.
Cadet Eugene Anthony Kenny.

. Cadet John Livingood Pauley, jr.
. Cadet Frank Theodore Folk.

Cadet Robert Craig Sutherland.

. Cadet Joseph Farrell Haskell.
. Cadet Richard Joseph O'Keefe,
. Cadet Carleton Merritt Clifford.

Cadet Noel Adrian Neal.

. Cadet Howard Walter Quinn,

. Cadet Raymond Charles Brisach.

. Cadet Charley Paul Eastburn.

. Cadet George William Rumsey Perry.
. Cadet Clifton Donald Blackford.

. Cadet Ephraim Melmoth Hampton.

Cadet Thomas Ferguson Wall.

. Cadet Jack Griffin Pitcher.
. Cadet James Sawyer Luckett.

Cadet Myron Albert Quinto.
Cadet Joseph Arthur Miller.
Cadet Ned Dalton Moore,

. Cadet Christian Hudgins Clarke, jr.
. Cadet Claude Emerson Jurney.
. Cadet John Herhold Murrel.

Cadet Thomas Mifflin,

. Cadet Daniel Russell Taylor.
. Cadet James Knox Wilson, jr.
. Cadet Francis Joseph Corr.

Cadet Kurt Martin Landon.
Cadet Gerry Leonard Mason.
Cadet Hubern Paul Dellinger.
Cadet Winston Rose Maxwell.
Cadet Aubrey Ellis Strode, jr.

. Cadet Daniel Anderson Cooper.

. Cadet Theodore Roberts Kimpton.
. Cadet Earl Hugh Heimerdinger.
. Cadet John Simpson Guthrie.

. Cadet Allan Duard MacLean.

Cadet Richard Cloyd Parker,

. Cadet Howard Russell Moore.

Cadet James Lowell Richardson, jr.

. Cadet Francis Hill Dohs.
. Cadet Ludlow King,
. Cadet Eli Stevens.

Cadet Jacob Bamuel Sauer.

Cadet Joseph Eakens James, jr.
Cadet Charles Edward Beauchamp.
Cadet Paul Aloysius Chalmers,
Cadet Thomas Kent.

. Cadet Sory Smith.

Cadet Henry Estil Royall.

. Cadet Paul William Blanchard, jr.
. Cadet Jasper Joseph Riley, jr.

Cadet Theodore Francis Bogart,

. Cadet Thad Adolphus Broom.
. Cadet Russell Guy Emery.

Cadet Harry Curns Anderson,

. Cadet Walter Edwin Ahearn.

Cadet Herman Wilhelm Ohme,
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235. Cadet Henry Alan Winters.

236. Cadet Paul Russell Weyrauch.
237. Cadet Willinm Holtz Diddlebock.
238. Cadet Orin Doughty Haugen.
239. Cadet Mortori Elmer Townes.
240. Cadet Frederick James Simpson.
241, Cadet Charles Lewis.

APPOINTMENT IN THE PHILIPPINE ScouTs
To be second lieutenant with rank from June 12, 1930
79. Cadet Maximiano Saqui Janairo.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Taurspay, June 5, 1930

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Eternal God, our thoughts ascend to where Thy glory and
praise have no end. Thine are the secrets, the treasures, and
the will of heaven and earth. Never allow us to be unmindful
of the smallest detail of our high calling, for it is our task,
to which we have pledged the honor of our being. Bless us
with unmurmuring patience and mold our spirits to sober and
chastened habits. Redeem us, our Father, from the ashes of
exbausted resolutions and burnt-out religious fervor. O lead
us on toward the highest levels of purity and dignity of char-
acter, which is the best possession of man. Settle our thoughts
to-day upon the obligations we owe our country. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGES

The SPEAKER. Yesterday the House passed two Senate
bills (8. 3493 and 8. 1906). Similar House bills (H. R. 6806
and H. R. 9601) were not laid on the table. Without objection,
they will be laid on the table.

There was no objection.

VOCATIONAL BEHABILITATION—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I present a confer-
ence report unpon the bill (H. R. 10175) to amend an act
entitled “An act providing for the promotion of vocational re-
habilitation of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and
their return to civil employment,” approved June 2, 1920, as
amended, for printing under the rule.

WAIVER OF TRIAL BY JURY

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous eonsent to
extend my own remarks upon the bill passed yesterday.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection.

There was no objection,

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker and ladies and gentlemen of
the House, I wish to say at the beginning of my remarks that
I have always been a stanch opponent of the eighteenth amend-
ment and the Volstead Act, and I am absolutely and unquali-
fiedly in favor of their repeal. It is my intention to address
Congress on every possible occasion with the hope that I may
influence my colleagues to join with me in a sincere effort to
strike from the statute books this oppressive and unenforceable
legislation, .

Some time ago President Hoover appointed a commission

known as “The President’s Law Enforcement and Law Ob-
servance Commission,” of which Mr. George W. Wickersham,
former Attorney General of the United States, is chairman.
This commission was created for the purpose of investigating
the administration of the courts and the causes of the great
inerease in violations of law.
- The Wickersham Commission found the Federal courts hope-
lessly clogged because of the many cases arising from the vio-
lation of the Volstead act. They also discovered that no
progress could be made to change this condition in our courts
with the present facilities. The calendars were increasing
ea-h month instead of decreasing.

As a solution of this congestion in the court calendar situa-
tion, the committee suggested several bills, one of which pro-
vides for a waiver of trial by jury.

I would like especially to direct your attention to this
“waiver bill,” known as H. R. 12056,

Be it enacted, ete., That in all criminal prosecutions within the
jurisdiction of the district courts of the United States the trial, except
as otherwise provided by law, shall be by jury unless the accused shall
in open court, In such manner and under such regulations as the court
may prescribe, expressly walve such trial by Jury and request to be
tried by the court, whereupon, with the t of Gover t counsel
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and the sanction of the court, the trial shall be by the court without
a jury, and the judgment and sentence shall have the same force and
effect in all respects as if the same had been entered and pronounced
upon the verdict of a jury.

SEc, 2, This act shall be in force from its passage, and all acts and
parts of acts in conflict therewith are hereby repealed.

It is hoped by President Hoover’s commission that the pas-
sage of these bills will restore order in our Federal courts. It
has been said these commission bills offer the only solution
for the unhappy conditions existing in our courts.

A casual reading of bill H. R. 12056 with ifs delicate phrase-
ology might deceive one, but a more careful reading will reveal
its true purpose. Can anything be more\d!aregardful of the
rights of our citizens than to place, as the first consideration,
in the administration of justice, the speeding up and hasty dis-
position of trials? I protest most emphatically against the pas-
sage of this bill and all similar legislation, and I urge every
Member around this circle to join with me in my protest.

In my home State, the State of New York, a defendant can
not waive a jury trial, except in the case of misdemeanor when
he is tried by a justice of the peace or a court of special ses-
sions composed of three judges. In New York, trial by jury is
not a private right which a defendant may waive. The public
has an interest in the ease which the defendant can not waive.
The New York State Constitution provides a forum to include
judge and jury. The defendant can not change the trial by
limiting it to a judge. The leading case in New York is Cancemi
v, The People (18 N. Y. 128), approved later in the case of the
People v. Cosmo (205 N. Y. 91).

In the State courts of New York and several other States,
the defendant ean not waive a jury, whereas in the United
States district courts in the same States, if this bill passes, a
jury may, under all circumstances, be waived. If Congress is to
declare the right of waiver of jury let us be sure that every
defendant is thoronghly familiar with his constitutional rights.
Surely the defendant should understand fully the nature of the
waiver. Many defendants are illiterate and appear withont
counsel, Prohibition has brought many poor and lowly and
ignorant defendants into the Federal courts. Their rights are
just as sacred as those of the rich and intelligent. A defendant
should not be allowed to waive his right to a trial by jury with-
out the advice of a lawyer, whom, if necessary, the court shall
assign to the defendant. This requirement would not impair
the bill in the slightest degree, but would insure fullest justice
to the illiterate defendant.

The procedure in our Federal courts concerning trial by jury
should be maintained as provided in the Constitution of the
United States. Do not permit any legislation to pass which
will in the slightest degree transgress upon that precious heri-
tage which was obtained only at great sacrifice by our fore-
fathers.

If you will read the history of our country you will find
that our fathers gave willingly of their blood, yes, of their very
lives, that this right, the right of trial by jury, should be pre-
served inviolate for posterity. It is the very cornerstone of our
judicial system. Without it, the poor uninformed defendant
might be placed in a precarious position, his rights sacrificed,
and his privileges, as provided in the Constitution, ruthlessly
set aside.

The cardinal doctrine to be tried by one’s peers is the corner
stone of English common law and around which raged for
centuries the struggle for the liberties of the people against
tyrainy.

In 1215 it was written:

89. No freeman shall be arrested or detained In prison or deprived
of his freehold, or outlawed or banished or in any way molested ; and
we will not set forth against him, nor send against him, unless by the
lawful judgment of his peers and by the law of the land.

This “walver bill” has not been considered by the House
to-day in a mature and wholesome fashion, but rather in a nar-
row, provineial manner. This bill is deserving of the most
searching and painstaking consideration. When I think of the
speech delivered by the gentleman from Michigan, in which he
warned and threatened the Members of this House to pass this
bill at the cost of displeasing those people who insist upon
strict observance of the prohibition laws, I must say that I
was disappointed and disgusted because he had injected the
wet and dry question into this serious problem under debate.

If we have any doubt as to how the American people feel
about prohibition and its enforcement, we might, with profit,
consider the poll of the Literary Digest. Each day the total in
favor of repeal and modification grows larger. Shall we close
our eyes forever to this definite indication as to what is taking
place everywhere in the United States? I urge you, ladies and
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gentleman of this great legislative body, to give mature thought
to these conditions so that we may do something constructive
at once toward a solution of the problem. My friends, may I
suggest that before this session comes to a close we take some
affirmative action which may lead to a satisfactory and digni-
fied solution of the unwholesome conditions existng throughout
the country as a result of the absolute disregard for the eight-
eenth amendment and the Volstead Act.

Let me assure you that I propose, as a Member of this House,
to constantly keep this vital question before Congress with the
hope that the remedies that 1 will suggest will meet with your
favorable approval and in that way make some contribution
toward correctng the evils resulting from the prohibition law
and thereby elim:nating the congestion in our Federal courts,

I believe the difficulty in the present administration of our
courts and the confusion existing throughout our Federal court
system is due, not to any fault of the part of the judiciary,
but rather to the prohibition laws which are fundamentally
wrong, anti-American, and distasteful to an overwhelming ma-
jority of our citizens.

Ladies and gentlemen, when I again have the opportunity of
addressing you, it will be to point out a remedy for the conges-
tion in our courts due to prohibition, and I am hopeful that I
shall be rewarded by having you join with me in my efforts to
relieve the country of these unenforceable and repulsive laws,

UNEMPLOYMENT

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for seven and one-half minutes,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the
House, the Department of Labor, in their employment bulle-
tin for April, 1830, reports that unemployment gained during
the month of April to the extent of 0.2 of 1 per cent.

This increase in unemployment occurred in spite of the faet
that the month of April was the beginning of the spring can-
ning season.

There was a 50 per cent increase in the number of persons
employed in the canning business during the month, but a total
number of workers in the basic industries of the country
dropped in April from 4,915,984 to 4,905,788.

In the 13 major industrial groups there were six increases in
number of employment and seven decreases. The States where
employment conditions have improved are California, Oregon,
Washington, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, and Wisconsin.

James E. Gray, chairman of the committee on cooperation
and better business of the New York Association of Commereial
Employment Agencies, said that during April approximately
1,000 men applied for every 100 jobs available, and 695 women
applied for every 100 positions. Last year the number of male
applicants for every 100 positions was 243, and the number of
female applicants 172. ;

Mr., KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, BOYLAN. Yes.

Mr. KNUTSON. Does not the gentleman think that this is
largely due to the fact that large American concerns are estab-
lishing factories abroad? For instance, Henry Ford makes all
of his tractors in Ireland, and the General Motors Corpora-
tion has established large automobile factories in Germany. I
am told that there are 50,000 men in Detroit thrown out of
employment on that account.

Mr. BOYLAN. I have not given the matter any study; I shall
later, and then will be glad to reply to the gentleman.

He also stated in the field of skilled workers in the building
trades and factories the situation is still far from normal.

At the Salvation Army employment offices in New York, where
many unskilled workers apply for assistance, the officials stated
that they noted no improvement in the employment situation
last month. Undoubtedly these same conditions exist in other
large cities throughout the country.

In addition to the increase in unemployment, many men who
remained on the pay roll received wage cuts, according to the
figures of the Bureau of Labor Statisties.

While employment decreased 0.2 of 1 per cent, pay rolls de-
creased 0.7 of 1 per cent. The industries in which employment
conditions improved during the month were anthracite coal,
quarrying and nonmetallic mining, power, light, and general
utilities, electrie railroads, retail trade, and canning.

In manufacturing industries employment decreased 0.8 of 1
per cent, the burean says.

In order to relieve these distressing conditions the junior
Senator from New York [Mr. Waeser] introduced three bills.
One to provide that the Bureau of Labor Statistics shall at
least once a month publish full and complete statistics of the
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volume of and changes in employment, the total wage paid, and
the total hours of employment in the principal industries of the
conntry.

According to the advanced figures of the census takers in New
York City, nearly 5 per cent of the population is without work.

Another bill provides for the advance planning and regulated
construetion of certain public works, for the stabilization of
industry, and for the prevention of unemployment during
periods of business depression, and another provides for the
establishment of a national employment system and for coopera-
tion with the States in the promotion of such system, and for
other purposes,

These three bills have been passed by the Senate and no dis-
position has been taken by the House. The Department of
Labor recognizes the necessity of a national employment sys-
tem, as is shown by their action of May 12, in opening a United
States employment service in New York, limited, however, to
gecure employment for war veterans only.

The act introduced by Senator WAeNER provides for an em-

ployment service, national in scope, and a director general to
be appointed by the President. The duties of this bureau shall
be to establish and maintain a national system of employment
offices for men, women, and juniors who are legally qualified
i to engage in gainful occupations, and to assist in establishing
and maintaining public employment offices in the several States
.and the political subdivisions thereof. In other words, to
.establish a clearing house to maintain uniform standards, to
‘aid in the transportation of workers to such places as may be
deemed necessary, for the purpose of obtaining employment. It
is also provided that the service authorized shall be impartial,
neutral in labor disputes, and free from political influence.

In order_to obtain the benefits of the appropriations appor-
tioned under this act, it will be necessary for a State agency
to cooperate with the United States Employment Service.

To many in this House it is unpleasant to admit that the
country is passing through a period of financial depression, but
nevertheless, as shown by conditions and statisties, it does
really exist. These statistics show that approximately 5 per
eent of the workers and people of the United States are without
employment. Is it not the duty of the Congress to act immedi-
ately on these bills as a means of mitigating the hardships
of the unemployed and endeavoring to help them to attain a
self-supporting basis?

During the past two days the entire time of the House has
been devoted to expediting and facilitating the process of com-
mitment of inhabitants of these United States to the Federal
penitentiaries and jails.

I am sure that you will agree with me that it is more neces-
gary for the House to devote at least the same amount of time
to help secure employment for the needy men, women, and
children of this country who seek work and who need it in
order to obtain their daily sustenance.

To my way of thinking, no more important legislation ecan
be passed by this House than that of passing these meritorious
bills that will tend to relieve the distressing conditions of unem-
ployment existing throughout our countiry. [Applause.]

THE TARIFF

Mr. COLE. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to address
the House for 10 minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, this is Calendar Wednesday,
and the Committee on Military Affairs has a heavy calendar.
If the gentleman can cut it down to five minutes, I shall not
object.

Mr. O'CONNELL. Oh, the gentleman from Iowa does not
often ask for time.

Mr, COLE. Can the gentleman compromise on seven and a
half minutes?

Mr. STAFFORD. I have no objection to the gentleman going
ahead for five minutes at the present time.

Mr. McCFADDEN. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object,
which I do not intend to do, I would like to have 10 minutes fol-
lowing the gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. STAFFORD. There is the condition that confronts the
Committee on Military Affairs. This day is set aside for bills
from that committee. The Committee on Banking and Currency
had three days, with no legislation of any great moment, while
the Committee on Military Affairs has legislation that should
be considered. If we are going to give the day over to general
debate, well and good, but we do not want to lose any of our
rights.

Mr. McFADDEN. Can the gentleman yield me 10 minutes
this afternoon out of general debate on some of these bills?

Mr. STAFFORD. I think there will be an opportunity for
that.

Mr. McFADDEN. Then I shall not raise any objection,
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa?

There was no objection?

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, the press dispatches have carried
misleading interpretations of the primary election in Iowa last
Monday. I have not only taken note of these miginterpreta-
tions but my attention has been called to them, and I have been
asked to make answer to them.

These press dispatches were based on a colloquy on the Iowa
election, which occurred in another body of Congress, where,
according to these newspaper reports, it was stated “pretty
authoritatively ” that one of the candidates—Governor Ham-
mill—eriticized very much the tariff bill, and severely eriticized
Mr. DickinsoN for having voted for it in the House; and Mr.
DickinsoN was constant and vociferous in making excuses as
to why he voted for the bill, that they had him gagged and fixed
him in such a way that he could not keep from voting for it.

When my colleague returns to Washington he can answer
such criticisms himself. But in his absence and for the sake of
the truth and the effect that the truth may have on the still
pending issue, I shall undertake to make such defense myself.
I can say for him withont qualifications that Mr. DICKINSON
at no time and at no place in the campaign so happily closed
F’r iltim, sidestepped the tariff bill or made excuses or apologies
or it.

And I want to say for Governor Hammill, who has been my
long-time personal friend and with whom my political associ-
ations have been many, that he also had the courage of his
convictions on this issue. He forced the tariff issue into the
campaign and he did it lustily, literally staking his fate, so far
as national issues were involved, on his opposition to the pend-
ing tariff bill. He earried this opposition to the extent of in-
cluding nine of Mr. DickINsoN’s colleagues in the House of Rep-
resentatives in his attacks on the bill.

But instead of presenting my own words, I will quote directly
the words of the two candidates, as set forth in their final state-
ments to the voters as printed in the Des Moines (Iowa) Regis-
ter on the day before the primary.

Governor Hammill, in his last statement, said:

1 have taken the position that the present tariff act is not acceptable
to the Mid West, that it is not in keeping with the party's platform,
and that a vigorous fight still awalts us on behalf of the farmer.

This, my friends, is the big issue in the senatorial primary. Iowa
will comfort the Grundys by her vote on Monday or she will say to all
the enemiess of agriculture, “ We will not submit. This fight has not
been ended.”

Mr, DicgIxsoN, in his clesing statement, said:

My opposition seems to have absorbed many Demoecratic and many
free-trade ideas in this campaign. The Iowa Congressmen, 10 In
number, who voted for the Hoover tariff bill have been most bitterly
assailed,

Congressmen DOWELL, BwaNsoN, CoLe, THURSTON, Lurrs, RoBiNsox,
HavoeN, Kopp, RAMSEYER, and myself have been described as buccaneers,

Congressman CoLE objected to these ideas of characterizing Iowa
Republican Congressmen as pirates, but the opposition ignored Con-
gressman CoLe’s letter and the facts that Congressman CoLe presented.

Thus it happens, though it seems strange, that in a Republiean
primary Republicans have been denounced in Demoeratic language.
Most of the talk which has been directed at me by the opposition
sounded as if it were coming from Democratic nominees rather than
from Republican aspirants.

Ag a Republican representing a Republican district from Republican
Iowa in Congress, I have been perfectly willlng to aceept the con-
demnation of my opposition for activities which I know warrant the
commendation of Herbert Hoover, my President and my party ieader,

In these statements of the two principal eandidates for the
nomination for the Senate we have a direct presentation of the
tariff as “the big issue in the senatorial primary” by one of
the candidates and the acceptance of it by the other can-
didate.

I followed the debates throughout the campaign, and I can
not recall that on the part of either contestant was there ever
a deviation from the policies announced in their final state-
ments. Governor Hammill never wavered in his presentation of
his opposition to the tariff bill, and Mr. DickINsoN never
avoided it or apologized for it. Throughout he stood by the
record and the votes of himself and his nine associates who
voted as he did both on the Hawley, or House bill, and on the
final bill.

1 am glad to say that both candidates were alike consistent
and insistent on their indorsements of the President of the
United States. In fact, they vied with each other in expres-
sions of loyalty and devotion to Mr. Hoover and his policies.
Both were profuse in their promises to hold up the hands of
the administration in the Senate of the United States.
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So far as national issues entered into that campaign, the
tariff bill was that issue; and the verdict of the election, so
far as it affected national questions, was a verdict in favor of
the tariff bill.

Of course, there were many other issues that may have
affected the result, and no doubt thex did affect that result.
Some of these issues were peculiar to Iowa, and others were
of a more or less personal nature, for even when they are trivial
they can not always be kept out of the larger discussions.

What the verdiet was I need not state to this House for
the Members because of the injection of the tariff issue, fol-
lowed the news with something like breathless interest.

Jut I may state that the verdict was of stupendous propor-
tions. No one saw such an outcome. On the eve of the elec-
tion many astute political observers still believed that the out-
come was in doubt. One newspaper called it a “horse race"”
up to the last moment.

Mr. Dickixsox carried the primary election by a plurality
that exceeds 80,000, He had a substantial majority of all the
votes cast, there being four candidates in the field. He car-
ried all the counties of the State with only 12 missing. He
carried all the congressional districts, including the eleventh,
which was the stronghold of the opposition to the pending tariff
bill. The latest information is that he carried this eritical
district two and a half to one as compared with Governor
Hammill. [Applause on Republican side.]

Mr, HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLE. Yes.

Mr. HOWARD. If I understood the gentleman correctly, he
quoted Governor Hammill as saying that the election at the
primary would decide whether or not Iowa was for the Grundy
tariff or to the contrary.

Mr. COLE. The gentleman may call it the Grundy tariff if
he wishes.

Mr. HOWARD. Certainly. I am quoting the gentleman, and
I want to know whether I am right.

Mr, COLE. The governor did style it the Grundy tariff.

Mr. HOWARD. Then, the Grundy tariff was approved by
Towa.

Mr., COLE. The gentleman may call it what he pleases.
But I will say to him that the injection of Mr. GrunDY's
name is unwarranted by the facts, This tariff bill is not Mr.
Gruxpy's bill. It is not even a bill that he indorsed in his own
senatorial campaign in Pennsylvania. On the contrary, he de-
nounced it and pledged himself to upset it go soon as that could
be done should he be elected to the Senate, The name of
“ (ruxpy " is applied to this bill for the sole effort of arousing
prejudices against it. I regard Mr, GRUNDY as a Republican
and a protective-tariff man, but this particular bill was not
exactly the bill he wanted. So far as I know, he may believe
it gives too much to the producers of food products, or at least
not enough protection for the industrial consumers of such food
products.

What was approved in the primary election last Monday was
the pending tariff bill, and there was no mistake about it. The
issue was presented fairly and squarely. The Governor of
Towa not only attacked Mr. DickinsonNy on that issue, but he
attacked the whole delegation from Iowa in so far as they
voted for the Hawley bill and for the final tariff bill. We
went to the polls on that issue nnequivoeally, and the verdiet
of Iowa is what? There was a plurality for Mr. Dickinsox of
over 80,000, He carried every county in the State with only 12
missing. He carried every congressional distriet. There never
was a verdict more clearly given than the verdict in Towa in
favor of the pending tariff bill. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

Mr. SIMMONS. And it is my understanding that our col-
league [Mr. DicrinNsoN] carried the agricultural counties and
that his loss was in the cities,

Mr. COLE. With respect to that, I will say to the gentleman
from Nebraska, I can not make an answer. I have not ana-
Iyzed the vote in that way. But I will say that in Towa we do
not draw distinctions between rural and urban voters. We
think very much alike in the cities and in the country. Our
interests are the same. As to the cities, Mr, DicKINsoN carried
Des Moines, the capital city and the largest in population. He
also carried my home city, Cedar Rapids, which is predomi-
nantly industrial. In Sioux City, I have been told, Mr. Ham-
mill had a suobstantial majority, but in the great rural district
of which Sioux City is the political see city, Mr. Dickinsox had
a plurality over Governor Hammill. This would seem to indi-
cate what the gentleman from Nebraska may have had in mind;
that is, that Mr. Drcginson had the support of the farmers. I
understand that his plurality in the district as a whole was as
114 is to 1. [Applause on the Republican side.]
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Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. COLE. Yes.

Mr, ENUTSON, And Mr, DicgiNsoN also ecarried the gov-
ernor’s county by a substantial majority?

Mr. COLE. That is true, I believe.

Mr. SLOAN. Does the gentleman know of any two harsher
crities of the present tariff bill than Mr. Grunpy, of Pennsyl-
vania, and Mr. HowArp, of Nebraska? -

Mr. COLE. I do not. [Laughter.]

Mr. HOWARD. I have lived long enough to appreciate a
compliment. I have been go often the subject of misrepresenta-
tion by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Sroan] that now I
am much pleased, and thank him for the high compliment he
NowW pays me.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has
expired.

Mr. ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent that
the gentleman from Iowa be given another five minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Minnesota?

There was no objection,

Mr. COLE. I received a newspaper “tip™ this morning that
a statement is about to be issued by a very industrions Demo-
cratic propagandist, Mr. Shouse, to the effect that the verdict
in Iowa was one in favor of thé debenture plan rather than in
favor of the tariff bill. I can see that Mr. Shouse is staggered
enough by the Iowa verdict to go to such extremes in an effort
to explain it away.

In reply to that anticipated statement I am able to say that
neither the flexible clause nor the debenture was discussed or
even mentioned during the campaign by either Governor Ham-
mill or Mr. Dickixson. If either ever mentioned it, it was done
s0 obscurely that it did not find its way into the newspapers.
The flexible clause is generally accepted by the Republicans
of the State, I have not béen made aware of any opposition to
it. The debenture, so far as I am aware, was mentioned in only
one statement. I am sure that neither Governor Hammill nor
Mr. Dickinson ever alluded to it.

The verdict in Iowa in so far as it related to this issue was
on the tariff bill as it was passed in the House, with the flexible
clause in it and the debenture out of it. [Applaunse.] :

Mr. OLARKE of New York. Do I understand the gentleman
to say “Souse " or “ Shouse ”? [Laughter.]

Mr. HOWARD. Is it not true that one of the insistent chal-
lenges by Mr. DickinsoN to his opponent was that the gov-
ernor had used State paint for painting his own barns?

Mr. COLE. I ecan not recall that Mr. DIicKINSON ever re-
ferred to that incident, It was not important enough, I am
sure, to make an issue in so important a contest. Of course,
there were many local issues, many side issues, even some per-
sonalities; but the outstanding fact of that campaign, gentle-
men, I repeat, was the tariff, and it was the only national issue
that was injected prominently.

Mr. ENUTSON. Of the 11 Congressmen from Iowa, 10 voted
for the tariff, and they have all been renominated.

Mr. COLE. Yes; that is correct. All the sitting Members
were renominated, six of them without opposition. I may also
state no Member of the delegation participated in the primary
campaign. It was their purpose to let the contestants have a
fair and open field. Even after they had been by implication,
at least, included in the governor's criticisms of Mr. Dickinsox
in connection with the tariff bill, none permitted himself to be
drawn into the controversy. I wrote an open letter to the gov-
ernor, which was widely printed, setting forth the facts with
respect fo the passage of the House bill. This is the letter to
which Mr. Dickinson referred to in his closing statement, from
which I have already quoted. But in that letter I made no ref-
erence to the senatorial campaign as such. Mr. DicKiNsoN
fought his fight alone.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. As a matter of fact, the tenth mem-
ber—that is, the one who voted against the tariff bill—had no
opposition in the primary election. Is that correct?

Mr. COLE. Yes; that is correct. He had no opposition, for
hie is a very popular man in his district.

Mr, AYRES. I understand he voted against the tariff bill.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. He had no opponent and, of course,
was renominated by a large vote.

Mr. AYRES. He probably will not have much opposition in
the election.

Mr. COLE. His colleagues are all glad that he was so re-
nomrinated. We think he is a Republican, even if he did not
vote with the rest of us on the tariff bill. In our delegation
we make every member the judge of his own vote. We do
not ask anyone fo vote as we do, and we do not reprove him
after he has voted. The gentleman from the eleventh district




10122

[Mr. CamppELL] may have had the very best of reasons for cast-
ing his vote as he did. He himself was the judge of that.

But Mr. DickiNsoN, when he campaigned in that part of
Jowa, made the same speeches that he did in other parts of
the State. He defended his own vote and the vote of his nine
colleagues, and he never anywhere or at any time apologized
for those votes or for the tariff bill.

Mr. DickinsoN made use of the fact that 68 per cent of all
the increases in the pending tariff bill run for the benefit of
agriculture, or of industries based on agriculture, while only
82 per cent of such increases run for the benefit of the so-called
industries. [Applause.] :

Mr. Speaker, I ask unaninrous consent to include in my re-
marks a quotation from the CoNGRESSIONAL RECoRD, setting forth
a colloguy on this subject in another body of the Congress. It
is a direct quotation from the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD,

Mr. HOWARD. The other body that the gentleman refers
to is the Senate of the United States?

Mr. COLE. I am not permitted to answer that question
under House rules, as I understand them, for we are not per-
gl.}éted to refer specifically to what takes place in such other

y-
The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle-
man.
Mr, COLE. Mr. Speaker, I asked unanimous consent to in-
clude in my remarks a quotation from the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, consisting of two or three paragraphs, setting forth
in full the colloguy upon which the newspaper reports alluded
to by nre were based.

The SPEAKER. Is that the Recorp that the Chair saw a
little while ago?

Mr. COLE. Yes.

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would be improper
to do so.

REFERENDUM IN NEVADA

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Speaker, in 1926 we had a referendum in
Nevada on two questions. The other day I wired home asking
for the wording of that referendum. I received a telegram in
reply, and would like to insert it in the RBoorp.

Thg’ SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-
quest?

There was no objection.

Mr. ARENTZ. The telegram is as follows:

RENo, NEV., June j, 1930,

SAMUEL S. ARENTZ,

Member of Congress, Washington, D. O.:

The following two questions were submitted to voters of Nevada by
referendum In general election 1026:

Question No. 2: Shall Senate Joint Resoclution No. 8, reading as
follows—

“ Benate joint resolution making application to the Congress of the
United States to call a convention for proposing an amendment to
Article XVIII of the amendments to the Constitution of the United
Btates
“ Whereas both by popular vote and legislaiive action the people of

the Btate of Nevada are on record as favoring prohibition ; and

“ Whereas experlence has demonstrated that the attempt to abolish
recognized abuses of the liquor trafiic by the radical means of constitu-
tional prohibition has generally failed of its purpose; and

* Whereas the Congress ls now powerless to enact a law upon the
subject, except under such constitutional limitations as to make its
remedial value extremely doubtful; and

“ Whereas the Constitution of the United Btates requires the Con-
gress to call a constitutional convention upon application of the legis-
Iatures of two-thirds of the States: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of the Biate of Nevada, That
the Legislature of the State of Nevada make, and that sald legislature
hereby does make, application to the Congress of the United States to
call a convention for proposing an amendment to Article XVIII of the
amendments to the Constitution of the United States, and that the
Congress propose the method of ratification thereof; be it further

“Resolved, That coples of this resolution doly authenticated be trans-
mitted without delay by the secretary of state of Nevada to the Con-
gress of the United States, and also to the legislatures of the several
Btates "—be approved? s

Question No. 3: Shall that part of Senate Joint Resolution No. 8,
reading as follows, * Experlence has demonstrated that the atfempt to
abolish recoguized abuses of the liquor traffic by the radical means of
constitutional prohibition has generally failed of its purpose™ be
approved?

Question No, 2 received 18,131 votes against 5,352,

Question No. 3 recelyed 17,332 votes against 5,0607.

Thirty-one thousand two hundred and forty-six votes cast in State in
that election,

RENO GAZETTE.
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ALLEGED PROPAGANDA IN THE SPEAKER'S LOBBY

li;. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
quiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. I would like to inquire if the
rules of the House forbid the placing of propaganda in the
Speaker’s lobby when no debate on the subject of the propaganda
is on at the time that the propaganda is put there? And fur-
ther, is it proper to put printed matter in large placarded letters
in the lobby, criticizing this body?

The SPEAKER. The Chair will simply state that he ordered
the Doorkeeper to remove the documents yesterday.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Do I understand the Chair
fobts]a_y; that the propaganda matter has been removed from the
0bDy

The SPEAKER. As soon as it was called to the attention of
the Chair it was ordered removed, under the authority which
;hﬁ Chair possesses under rule 1, clause 3, which provides as

ollows : ;

He [the Speaker] shall have gemeral control, except as provided by
rule or law, of the Hall of the House, and of the corridors and passages
and the disposal of the unappropriated rooms in that part of the Capitol
assigned to the use of the House, until further order.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. That applies to the propa-
ganda on the lumber tariff?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Does that apply to the eriti-
cal matter or is it more general, applying to, for instance, the
placards with regard to the lumber tariff?

The SPEAKER. The rule is as follows:

He shall have general control, except as provided by rule or law, of
the Hall of the House, and of the corridors and passages and the dis-
posal of the unappropriated rooms in that part of the Capitol assigned
to the use of the House, until further order.

The Chair was of the opinion that at least two of the sen-
tences in that document were sentences which, if pronounced
on the floor of the House, would have been subject to being
taken down, and were not in order, and, by analogy, the Chair
thinks it is even more improper to have such publications posted
where no one can eriticize them.

As scon as the matter was called to the attention of the
Chair, the matter was ordered removed.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. If the Speaker will permit,
I think the other matter should be removed at this time also.

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know to what the
gentleman refers,

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have no criticism of the Speaker
having the placards removed if the Speaker saw fit, but I rise
to this parliamentary inquiry : Does the Speaker hold that when
a Member of the House places a statement in the lobby of the
House for the benefit of his colleagues, that that Member is a
lobbyist or is guilty of tobbying?

The SPEAKER. No. That is not the point at all. The point
is that in the opinion of the Chair it imputed dishonorable
motives to the conferees on the part of the House.

Mr, CRISP. I happened to be passing by and saw an
honored Member of this House putting up the notices in the
lobby, and I just wanted to know whether the Speaker was
agreeing with the statement of the gentleman from Washington
[Mr. Joaxson] that the Member of the House was lobbying by
placing that in the lobby? 5

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that anything which gives
information is proper, but anything which imputes dishonorable
motives to Members of the House, either conferees or others,
is not proper.

Mr. GARNER. Mr, Speaker, I just came on the floor, and
I heard my colleague from Georgia say that he saw one of the
Members place these things in the corridor. Has that point
been developed?

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no knowledge of who did
it or how it was done,

Mr. CRISP. It was the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Buck-
Beg, who is a Republican Member of this House.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I want the Recorp to show,
if it is a fact, who placed them there and that the Speaker
removed them, or else it may be interpreted that any one of the
435 Members placed matter in the Speaker's lobby that was so
offensive to the Speaker and to the Members of the House that
it was removed. I do mot think it should be left In such con-
dition that each Member of the House would have to explain
that he was not responsible,

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it makes a parti-
cle of difference who the Member was.
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Mr. GARNER. Mr, Speaker, it makes a lot of difference to
the membership who it was.

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no knowledge of who placed
the matter there.

Mr. GARNER. I would not want to place anything in the
Speaker’s lobby for the information of the House that was so
offensive to the Speaker that he had to have it removed, and
that a Member of the House had fo rise on the floor and de-
nounce it. I think we are entitled to know who it was that
placed it there. I understand my colleague from Georgia has
given the name of the Member.

The SPEAKER. It would have made no difference who it
was, the Chair would have caused it to be removed under the
authority which the Chair possesses.

Mr. GARNER. Does the Chair know who it was?

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for three minutes.

Mr, RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. RAMSEYER. In regard to placards placed in the
Speaker's lobby or any place else outside of this Chamber, I
understand the Speaker has charge of the corridors and pas-
sages, including the so-called Speaker’s lobby. Oftentimes
placards are placed in the Speaker's lobby, touching matters
that are before the House or that are likely to come before
the House soon. Placards were placed there yesterday, evi-
dently expecting the conference report with the lumber issue
would be presented to the House very soon. I understand that
the Speaker has control, and I presume, in view of the fact
that he has control of the lobby, Members who wish to place
placards there should first see the Speaker and get his con-
sent. Is that the inference that we are to get from the
Speaker's opinion which he has just expressed? Of course, the
Speaker can order anything removed from the Speaker’s lobby,
whether in his opinion it is offensive or not.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer the question by say-
ing that of the hundreds of placards which the Chair has seen
posted in the lobby, this is the only one he has ever seen to
which he has had any objection.

AMr. RAMSEYER. However, the Speaker has power over the
placing of placards in the Speaker's lobby?

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he could have them all
removed if he saw fit, but he certainly would not cause to be
removed any placards which were intended to give informa-
tion and not impute any dishonorable motives to a Member,

Mr. GARNER. Did I understand the Chair to rule that it
would be against the rules of the House to utter on the floor of
the House the langunage contained in one of the documents
which was taken down?

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks so. The Chair has sent
for a copy of the matter.

Mr. GARNER. 1 would like to hear what it is.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr, Speaker, I have a copy,
and I ask that it be read.

Mr. GARNER. I should like to hear it.

The SPEAKER. Two of the various sentences which in the
opinion of the Chair were objectionable are as follows:

3. The IHouse conferees, in violation of the gentleman's agreement
and in disregard of the positive mandate of the House, voted lumber
used by the farmers on the dutiable list and poles and ties used by the
, publle utilities on the free list.

4, The conferees are the servants of the House, not its masters.
Will the Members by their votes condone the violation of the gentle-
man's agreement and the disregard of the positive mandate of the
House on the part of its conferees?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARNER. Just what portion of that statement is sub-
ject to the interpretation that it violates the rules of the
House? If there was a gentleman's agreement made and they
violated it, you have a right to recite that fact from the rostrum.
The query comes: Did they violate their gentleman’s agree-
ment? The Speaker, as I understand, considers that a deroga-
tory statement. Now, if it is not true, let somebody get up
and state it is not trme. The Speaker has no right to assume
it is not true if a Member placed it in the REcorp and said
it is true. Suppose I should get up on the floor and say the
House conferees violated their agreement and acted as the mas-
ters of the House rather than its servants. Would the Speaker
call me to order? No; he would not. Suppose it was a fact
that they did violate their agreement and suppose they were
acting as the masters of the House. I think the Chair certainly
would not have the right to assume that the statements which
appeared out there are not true, and I do not think the Speaker
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has any right to have them removed unless he knows they are
untrue. If they are untrune that statement ought to be made
from the rostrum before the Speaker holds that the document
is subject to the criticism he has just announced. If they are
true a Member has the right to utter them here. Now, the
question is: Are they true?

The SPEAKER. Let the Chair ask the gentleman, if he
should succeed in the high and honorable ambition he has to
succeed the present occupant of the chair, would he not have
such a document as that removed?

Mr. GARNER. I would first ascertain, Mr. Speaker, whether
there was any truth in it. Now, if there is truth in that state-
ment—I repeat—if there is truth in that statement, it has a
right to be made, put in the lobby, and put in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, and I am going to put it in the Recorpn. Unless some-
body shows it is not true, I am going to take the floor before this
Congress is over and read that into the Recorp. Now, sir, you
can call me to order, and when you call me to order then the
query is going to come: Is it true? Then if you show I am
making a statement which is not true, T will not insist upon it;
but I am going to undertake to show that it is true.

The SPEAKER. The guestion as to the truth of the state-
ment is not material. Where a statement of that kind casts a
doubt upon the worthiness of the motives of the conferees,
then it is a question of fact. Of course, the Chair would hear
the gentleman to argue it.

Mr, GARNER. I do not care to argue the question at this
time, The only thing I care to say now is that if I took the
floor and pointed at Mr. HawLEY and said, “ You violated your
agreement,” and he had violated his agreement, I would have
the right to say it, and that Mr. HawLEY was acting as our
master rather than our servant. That is a statement I would
have a perfect right to make in the well of this House.

The SPEAKER. The Chair was very much impressed with
the idea that the gentleman from Texas, being a member of the
conference, remained silent.

Mr. GARNER. I am not very thin-skinned about this thing of
being called a master.

Mr. TILSON. May I ask the gentleman from Texas this ques-
tion: If he and I as the minority and majority leaders had en-
tered into a gentleman’s agreement and afterwards I charged
that the gentleman from Texas had violated that gentleman's
agreement, would he not resent it? Would not the gentleman
consider such a charge a slur upon his honor?

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is assuming some-
thing that could not happen, but if I had violated an agreement
or if the genfleman from Connecticut ever violates an agree-
ment with me, T will point my finger at him and tell him about it.

Mr. TILSON. T hope the gentleman will do so.

Mr. GARNER. And I would have a right to do it.

Mr. TILSON. Certainly.

Mr, GARNER. But if these gentlemen have violated a gen-
tleman’s agreement—I do not know whether they have or not, I
did not make one—but if they violated a gentleman's agreement
about lumber any Member of the House has the right to say so.

Mr. TILSON. But the charge is that they did violate a gen-
tleman's agreement and I regard that as a serious charge.

Mr. GARNER. Suppose the gentleman and I have a gentle-
man's agreement, and as the gentleman says, 1 violate it——-

Mr. TILSON. I do not think the gentleman would.

Mr. GARNER. Would not the gentleman have the right to
tell me on the floor of the House I had violated it?

Mr, TILSON. I could not conceive of the gentleman breaking
a gentleman’s agreement,

Mr. GARNER. 1 think the gentleman is right about that.
[Laughter and applause.]

Mr. TILSON. And I should certainly never charge the
gentleman with breaking such an agreement.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, may I say to the gentleman
that if these gentlemen did break a gentleman's agreement,
would not a Member have the right to say so?

Mr. MICHENER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARNER. Yes.

Mr. MICHENER. Iz there not a vast difference between
posting up an anonymous placard in the Speaker’'s lobby charg-
ing that which amounts to bad faith or that which reflects
upon a Member of the House, when the Member involved has
no opportunity to answer, and a Member coming in on the floor
here and making such a charge in the face of the Member con-
cerned, where the truth or the untruth of the charge may be
established? If the statement is shown to be untrue, then, of
course, it is out of order. If it is shown that it is true, then it
would be in order; and does the gentleman think that the
Speaker is wrong in his ruling that a person may not post up
an anonymous placard in the Speaker’s lobby imputing impure
or improper motives to a Member of the Housze and permit that
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placard to stand there without contradiction or without
removal ?

Mr. GARNER. I have certainly never indulged in any of the
demonstrations in the Speaker's lobby such as we often find out
there. I undertake to say what I have to say and what infor-
mation I can give from the well of the House.

Mr. MICHENER. Yes.

Mr. GARNER. And I think that is the proper place to give it.

Mr. MICHENER., 8o do L

Mr. GARNER. Nevertheless, let me say to the genileman
from Michigan, if you should violate a gentleman's agreement
with one of your colleagues and thereby accomplish something
that you could not accomplish unless you did violate it, they
your colleague has the right to say so.

Mr, ELLIS. Where?

Mr. GARNER. As I understand the statement involved it
this matter—I have not the statement before me—the Membel
who placed the statement in the Speaker's lobby undertook ta
convey to the membership of the House the fact that there was
a gentleman's agreement about lumber and that the conferees
had violated it, and therefore had accomplished something
they could not have accomplished if they had not violated the
gentleman’s agreement, I think the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Micaexer] will agree with me that if that is true, and if
the conferees did violate the gentleman's agreement, and if they
did accomplish something they could not otherwise have accom-
plished, they have the right not only to speak of it but to de-
nounce them for doing it.

Mr. MICHENER. I agree with the gentleman. I agree that
this is the forum where they should be dencunced, but I do not
agree with the gentleman if he contends that some person,
utknown so far as the article itself is concerned, may place
in the Speaker's lobby, or in any other part of this Capitol, a
statement which is defamatory of any Member of this body,
and permit that statement to announce to the world that these
particular individuals have violated their honor. I think the
Speaker was doing exactly right when he ordered the placard
removed from the lobby. [Applause.]

Mr. RAMSEYER. Mr. Speaker, may I say a word on this
subject before we proceed further? I want to address myself
to the Chair on the matter before the House.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman may
proceed.

Mr. RAMSEYER. The Chair read the third and fourth
paragraphs of this statement that was in the Speaker’s lobby,
but the Chair did not read the first and second paragraphs.
Evidently the Chair finds nothing wrong with the first and
second paragraphs.

Now, I have no objection, and I do not think anyone else
has any objection to having that matter removed if it hurts the
feelings of anybody. I know it was not intended fo be defama-
tory or to impute dishonorable metives, It was intended to
cuonvey to the House an important phase of the lumber issue.

The first paragraph in the statement is this:

1. The plain purpose of the gentleman’s agreement was that the
House and not its conferees should determine the duties on lumber.

This is a plain statement of fact. This is an interpretation
placed on the agreement, that everybody in this House knows
about, entered into before the bill was sent to conference; that
is, that the lumber duties should be determined in the House
by votes of the House and not by the conferees,

The second paragraph is this:

The mandate of the House by overwhelming majorities was that all
lumber be placed on the free list.

We had a vote on logs, we had a vote on cedar lumber, we
had a vote on shingles, and we had a vote on the Jones amend-
ment. The smallest majority on these four separate votes
was 106,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make
a point of order. The gentleman is making a speech in his
effort to try to defame and denounce the tariff bill now in con-
ference and is pot himself propounding a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is not a point of order.

Mr. RAMSEYER. I am addressing myself to the Chair on
the opinion expressed by the Chair in regard to language on
the placard on the Lumber Issue. -

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I would like to be assured
some fime in opposition.

Mr. RAMSEYER. Let us consider these sentences together.
There is no question that the effect of these four votes on
logs, cedar lumber, shingles, and the Jones amendment was
that all lumber be placed on the free list.

If these two paragraphs are correct and true, and I do not
think they can be controverted, the third paragraph follows
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as a matter of course—that lumber was placed on the dutiable
list ‘and poles were placed on the free list, as expressed in
paragraph 3 which was read by the Speaker.

_If the first and second paragraphs are true, and there is noth-
ing defamatory about them, it follows that the third paragraph
is also true. There was no intention whatever of impugning
the motive of anyone. That statement was prepared in confer-
ence by at least half a dozen, and I assume full responsibility
,for that statement, together with the others who were present,
The fourth paragraph merely addresses a question to Members
as to what they are going to do about it.

Mr. KORELL and Mr. JOHNSON of Washington rose.

Mr. RAMSEYER. In fact, my own personal inclination was
to make it stronger, but it was the view of those who were
present that this was simply a statement of fact to get the lum-
Ilchl; 1mi;sue squarely and foreibly before the Members of the

}.Ir: JOHNSON of Washington, Mr. Speaker, a parliamen-
tary inquiry. What is the question before the House?
m:‘shei EPEAKER. The gentleman is proceeding by unanimous

Mr. RAMSEYER. One issue is whether the agreement an
mandate have been violated and disregarded. s

Mr. CRAMTON, Regular order, Mr, Speaker.

i{; G.mh%ﬁé]%EAVIL} thl? ﬁlentlln_;man yield for a question?

. RAMS ; should like to yield,
order has been called for, S ‘regula.r

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded,

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman may proceed for five minutes,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Reserving the right to objeect,
I ask for three minutes at the conclusion of the gentleman’s
remarks.

Mr. GARNER. And I ask unanimous consent that I may
have five minutes following the gentleman from Washington.

Mr. WOODRUFF. Mr. Speaker, I object,

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr, Speaker, this is Calendar Wednesday,
and I call for the regular order,

CONSTRUCTION AT UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY, WEST POINT,
N, Y., ETO.

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the business on Calen-
dar Wednesday, and the Clerk will eall the committees,

The Clerk ealled the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. RANSLEY, Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Jommittee
on Military Affairs, I call up the bill (H. R. 8159) to authorize
appropriations for construction at the United States Military
Academy, West Point, N. Y.; Fort Lewis, Wash.; Fort Benning,
Ga.; and for other purposes, and I ask unanimous consent that
the bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania ealls up
the bill H. R. 8159, and asks unanimous consent that it be
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is
there objection?

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, I want to go
along with the committee, but with these calls for the regular
order I can not give consent unless I can speak for five minutes.

Mr. RANSLEY. If the gentleman from Texas will glance at
the clock he will see that the Committee on Military Affairs
has been pretty patient. We have been waiting long for this
day. It is now almost 1 o'clock and nearly one hour has been
consumed, and we do want to take up our bills in the regular
order.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, this bill calls for an appre-
priation of §750000. The membership has a right to discuss it
in Committee of the Whole. It is the kind of a bill that under
the rules of the House must be considered in Committee of the
Whole. I hope the gentleman will not press his request.

Mr., RANSLEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, owing to objections, I
will not press it. I understand the House goes into Committee
of the Whole automatically.

The SPEAKER. The bill being on the Union Calendar, the
House automatically goes into the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr, MIoHENER
in the chair.

The Clerk read the title to the bill.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr, Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.
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Mr. LAGUARDIA., T understand the opposition to the bill is
entitled to recognition for one hour.

The CHAIRMAN., The genileman is correct.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask recognition in opposition.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there any member of the Military
Affairs Commitiee opposed to the bill?

Mr. RANSLEY. I think not.

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair will recognize the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Taser] in opposition.

AMr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill has the recommenda-
tion of the Secretary of War and was reported unanimously
by the Committee on Military Affairs,

Section 1 of the bill authorizes a sum not to exceed $45,000
to be expended for the completion of officers’ quarters at West
Point. Blue prints are on file showing that all but one wing
is completed. The foundation work is in place and certain
materials are on hand for use. The excess cost for the founda-
tion of the building was caused by the contractor being forced
to blast into solid rock for the foundation.

Section 2 of the bill provides for a change of the require-
ments at Fort Lewis, Wash, It is deemed necessary for the
building program at the post. There is no increase in the
fund at all.

It was originally planned to build a barracks to accom-
modate 2,432 men, but the program was reduced in order
to provide personnel for the Air Corps, which is being in-
creased, so that a barracks sufficient for 1,995 men is now all
that is required. Sufficient accommodations for this number
have been completed at Fort Lewis, and the balance of the
amount appropriated in February, 1929, is available for (he
construction of the officers’ quarters.

In the third section of the bill you will find authorized the
construetion and installation at Fort Benning, Ga., of a bar-
racks for a medical detachment to cost not more than §75,000.
Due to lower costs this amount wiil be available out of the
original authorization. At present the medical detachment
of 164 enlisted men is sheltered in temporary structures, In
connection with the aunthorization a considerable saving can
be made in construction cost and a better building will be
secured for the sum than ordinarily would be possible, due to
the fact that the present contractor is now on the grounds and
will be in better position to submit a lower bid.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mzr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes; I yield to the genfleman from Cali-
fornia.

Mr. BARBOUR. Authorizations have already been made for
these projects and for appropriations?

Mr., RANSLEY. No; I would say not. In the first place,
it is transferring from a specific purpose to another purpose.

Mr. BARBOUR. I notice in the report about this first
project at West Point, there has been authorized and appro-
priated $216,000 for an apartment building. As I understand,
this $45,000 is proposed in addition to the $216,000 that was
authorized.

Mr. RANSLEY. That is true. The extra money is desired
owing to the fact that the contractor found that there was
solid rock and he had to blast and remove that rock before
he could build foundations.

Mr. BARBOUR. Then part of the money that was appro-
priated for these items was used for that additional excavation
work, and now additional money is asked for this work which
would follow the excavation work.

Mr. RANSLEY. To be completed. It will then eomplete
the strueture as originally desired by the department.

Mr. BARBOUR. Was it a contract job or was it by day
labor?

Mr. RANSLEY. That was done by day labor.

Mr. BARBOUR. Some of the work there at West Point has
been done in that way.

Mr. RANSLEY., That has now been stopped.

Mr. BARBOUR. Is it generally true of the other items in
the bill that these are additional authorizations required be-
cause the original authorizations were not sufficient?

Mr. RANSLEY. Oh, no. In section 2 the money is already
appropriated for the original requirements there, the building
of barracks to accommodate 2,432 men. However, the program
was chabged, and to-day they require housing facilities there
for ouly 1,195 men, It is now proposed to build officers’
quarters with the money that was left over instead of building
a barracks for the accommodation of the men, because they no
longer need the extra facilities for housing the enlisted men.

Mr. BARBOUR. Is this merely an authorization to use funds
already appropriated for another purpose?

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes.

Mr. BARBOUR. And it does not increase the appropriation?

Mr. RANSLEY. It does not.
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Mr. BARBOUR. Take the one at Fort Benning, Ga., for a
medieal detachment, Has that already been authorized, or is
that a new project?

Mr. RANSLEY. That Is also a transfer, due to the lower
cost of construction than they imagined it would be. They
were able to save $75,000. It is now proposed to use that at
Fort Benning for another purpose. There is no extra appro-
priation there,

Mr. BARBOUR. It is to be used for a barracks?

iLlldr.7 HILL of Alabama. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. RANSLEY, Yes.

Mr. HILL of Alabama. It is to be used for a medical de-
tachment barracks. It was originally appropriated for the
construction of a barracks at Fort Benning. Due to the econ-
omy they practiced, and to a decrease in the cost, they were
able to save $75,000 from the appropriation for the hospital
Now they seek to use it for a medical detachment barracks.

Mr, BARBOUR. There were hearings on this matter?

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Oh, yes.

Mr. BARBOUR. Is this building a part of the general con-
struction program at Fort Benning?

Mr. RANSLEY, Yes. General Summerall appeared before
the committee and made a personal plea that we have this bill
introduced and do our utmost to have it passed.

Mr. BARBOUR. I call the attention of the chairman to
another matter in the report. On page 2 it is set out that
under the Fort Lewis item there are included in this amount
to be appropriated sums for water and sewer connections, elec-
tric connections, connecting roadways and walks, and drain-
age, and those provisions are also made in connection with the
noncommissioned officers’ gnarters. 2

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes. Blue prints and specifications that
can not be crowded into a report will be furnished the gentle-
man’s subcommittee explaining fully what could not really be
printed in a concise and readable report.

Mr. BARBOUR. May I say this to the gentleman, that there
has been some difference of opinion as to just how far these
amounts for construction of quarters and barracks should go
in providing electrical wiring and water connections and things
of that kind. There has been some misunderstanding as to
the extent to which the fund appropriated should be applied.
In the last War Department appropriation bill we reached an
agreement in conference which provided that these funds should
be used for certain definite purposes which should be included
in the amount appropriated for the building, It is not an
unreasonable provision.

Mr., RANSLEY. No. I will say to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia that he has the last say in the matter. All we want is
an anthorization, and it will be possible, probably, for you to cut
down the figure.

Mr. BARBOUR. 1 think the more satisfactory way would
be for the committee to aceept an amendment to this bill, insert-
ing language similar to that in the appropriation bill, so that
there will be no misunderstanding as to the extent of this
authorization. I have here a proposed amendment and will
read to you the substance of it, so that it will be understood.
It proposes a new section to be designated section 4, providing
that the cost of construction anthorized in sections 2 and 3 of
this act shall include facilities and appurtenances, including
interior facilities and equipment, such as piping and wiring,
which should be covered in the item. I think that will do away
with some uncertainty.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The Committee on Military Affairs will
understand that all those ifems are included?

Mr. BARBOUR, Yes.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I think our subcommittee will try as
far as possible to meet the objection raised.

Mr. BARBOUR. This language is similar to that agreed to
in conference respecting the housing program.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. We have gone into the details with a
great deal of care.

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes.

Mr. WRIGHT. I would like to know if the subcommittee
went carefully into these items and had the detfails, the blue
prints, and estimates of cost of these structures before them.

Mr, RANSLEY. Yes. We went over them carefully.

Mr. WRIGHT., In other words, you did very much as an
individual would do when he builds a house?

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes. )

Mr. WRIGHT. You found a rather unusual situation, where
out of $1,035,000 they saved $75,000 by economy in labor and
materials; that much less than was anticipated at the time of
the appropriation? 1
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Mr. RANSLEY. Yes. We recommended what we thought
was proper to expend for the housing.

Mr. WRIGHT. At present the medical detachment is now
living in a camp?

Mr. RANSLEY. In a tent.

Mr, WRIGHT. The committee, I think, has demonstrated
that that is the most expensive character of housing?

Mr. RANSLEY. Undoubtedly.

Mr. WRIGHT. It is not only expensive, but it lasts only a
limited time and must be replaced?

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes.

Mr. WRIGHT. The matter of expense and the health of
these officers and men should be consulted?

Mr. RANSLEY. Saurely.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, on page 3 it appears that some-
thing like $23,000 at Fort Lewis, Wash., was allowed in addi-
tion to the regular price of the building for sewers and water
connection and eleetrie light conneetion, and again on page 3
it appears that in reference to the construction of noncommis-
sloned officers’ quarters $17,000 exira was allowed. Were those
‘operations outside the building entirely, or were they for part
of the cost of the construction of the building?

Mr. RANSLEY. That was part of the construction of the
house, according to my understanding.

Mr. TABER. The objection I had to this bill was that it in-
cluded those items. We were advised that a suitable building
could be built for $7,000 for officers, and $25,000 for quarters
for the company.

Mr. RANSLEY. The costs are different, of course, at differ-
ent posts,

Mr, TABER. Yes. We were advised by the quartermaster
that the plans were in many cases so elaborate that they would
oblige the officers to spend more money for maintenance than
they could reasonably expect to receive. I do not want to see
that occur. That was the objection I had to the bill. How-
ever, I think the amendment suggested by the gentleman from
California [Mr. BAresour] will leave us in a condition where
the matter can be thoroughly gone into.

Mr. RANSLEY. ¥Yes,

Mr. BARBOUR. I notice that the item at Camp Lewis is
similar to that which was authorized in another place.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes., The other bill is not
being pressed by the War Department.

Mr., BARBOUR. The item will be in the general deficiency
bill, which will come up in a few days.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I am glad to hear that.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. That applies to the general Camp
Lewis plant, not the particular plant. It is just a coincidence.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized for five minutes,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the com-
mittee that this is the proper time and place to bring up bills
of this kind.

It is only fair to state that many times during the considera-
tion of the Consent Calendar I am constrained fo object to
some of the bills from the committee, because the Consent Cal-
endar is hardly the time and place to properly consider bills of
great importance or matters of policy or bills carrying large
appropriations. On Calendar Wednesday the entire House has
notice of what will be called, what committee has the call, and
if the Members are not here the committee has the right to
assume there is no objection to the bills,

I believe the Committee on Military Affairs will call up to-day,
in the course of the consideration of the bills which they have
prepared, bills providing appropriations for rebuilding or con-
structing several soldiers’ homes. I want to point out to the
committee that a soldiers’-home program ought to be taken into
consideration with the building of hospitals for the Veterans’
Bureaun. I think we will have to consider hospitalization and
housing of veterans as a uniform, comprehensive plan. If the
Veterans' Bureau comes in through another committee and has
Congress adopt a building program and then we proceed for a
few years with that program, and in the meantime the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs provides for the building of new
soldiers’ homes or the rebuilding of existing homes, I fear we
may find ourselves with a disjointed building plan, where
we may have too much accommodation in one part of the
country and not enough accommodation in another part of the
country.

Then there is also the danger.that we may overdo the build-
ing. If we want to establish the plan that every one who served
for 70 days or 90 days may knock at the door and be the guest
of the Government for the rest of his life, that is for Congress
_ to decide. Perhaps before long some of us will be knocking at
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the door of a soldiers’ home. But I feel there is danger of
overlegislating and appropriating money, especially when it is
done in a piecemeal fashion,

Mr. COLE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. COLE. Is it not true that hospitalization, in the very
nature of things, will be more or less temporary?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly.

?11-. tCOLE. And after a while some of the boys will want to
get out.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. For instance, take the unfortunate mental
cases, I feel we will soon reach the peak, in the very nature of
things, on that class of cases.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I do not think the peak will
be reached on mental cases for many years—perhaps 10 or 12
5%& There is a very large hospital for mental cases in my

ﬁr. LAGUARDIA. And that is a permanent population, is it
no

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes; and it is increasing.
Age plays a part in the mental breakdown of the shell shocked.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is a permanent hospital population?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then next we have the tuberculosis cases,
I think we all agree that when a man passes 45, the danger of
infection with tuberculosis decreases, so that, perhaps, we have
reached the peak with regard to tuberculosis,

Then, as the gentleman says, in a few years, as far as the
hospital needs of the veterans of the World War are concerned,
we may know exactly how much we need and then the hos-
pitals may be converted or turned into soldiers’ homes.

We have the veterans of the Spanish-American War who are
increasing in their applications for admittance to soldiers’
homes, but that is not a very large number, taking all of the
Spanish-American veterans into consideration, especially after
the very liberal allowance made by Congress,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr., Chairman, I yield five additional minutes
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGuARDIA].

Mr. LAGUARDIA. After the very liberal legislation approved
by Congress a few days ago, I do not believe the demands for
soldiers’ homes of Spanish War veterans will increase in the
same progression as it has in the last five years.

In addition to that, a bill was passed for the unification of
all veteran activities. With all due deference to the Bourd of
Managers of the Soldiers’ Home—and I am not eriticizing
them, because they are eager and zealous in their duties, and
they naturally come before the committee to ask for more
appropriations—but the responsibility is ours, and I believe that
we should go slowly this year. If unification of the several
activities of the Government caring for veterans is to be brought
about, let us give them a chance to consolidate, take a survey
of conditions, take a census of the needs, and then come to Con-

with one comprehensive building program and we can
legislate intelligently, we can appropriate liberally, if you
please. 1 certainly disapprove of this piecemeal method of
coming in for a hospital here, a soldiers’ home there, bringing
all the pressure which any project of that kind ean naturally
atfract to it, making it embarrassing for Members to oppose
such a measure by reason of the charm and standing of the
sponsors of the measure in the House, and desiring to help a
colleagne or an entire delegation from a State. 'That is not
good legislation. That is wasteful expenditure of public funds,
and in the long run it is not for the benefit of the veteran

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 yield.

Mr. GREEN. I was especially impressed by the statement
which the gentleman recently made relative to the consolida-
tion of hospitals and soldiers’ homes, That was brought out
pretty well before the Military Affairs Committee some time
ago in a hearing on a bill which is now pending for a soldiers’
home in the South, in that it developed that so many of our
veterans who desired domiciliary care in the homes go from
the hospital to the home,

If the home is located adjacent to the hospital, the expense
of transportation will be so much less and the duplication of the
services of the two will be less,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman now suggests another
great danger. The gentleman suggests a new plan—that wher-
ever we have a hospital, we have a soldiers’ home adjacent to
it. Permit me to say to my friend from Florida that there is
such a thing as overdoing this thing a little bit, and, as I say,
your expenses mount so high that the time comes when you
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have to stop it all. If we take care we can do more. for the
direct benefit of the veterans.

Mr. GREEN. But when you establish one of these branch
homes and it happens to be located near a veterans’ hospital
you could eliminate some expense.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think we must look to the future, and
where we have a veterans’ hospital in a particular section I do
not think we should put anything additional there for the time
being, at least, until we have studied the whole situation, sec-
tioned off the country, and provided for hospitals and homes in
an inte'ligent and constructive way.

Mr. GREEN, I thought the gentleman wanted to see them
consolidated

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do want to see them consolidated.

The Clerk read the bill for amendment,

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Barpovr: Page 2, after section 3, in-
sert a new section, as follows :

s Qpe. 4. The cost of the construction authorized in sections 2 and
3 of this act shall include utilities and appurtenances, including interior
facilities, necessary service connections to water, sewer, gas, and electric
maing, and similar improvements.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise and report the bill back to the House with the
amendment, with the recommendation that the amendment be
agreed to and the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Dowgrs, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee, having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8159)
to authorize appropriations for construction at the United
States Military Academy, West Point, N. Y.; Fort Lewis,
Wash. ; Fort Benning, Ga.; and for other purposes, had directed
him to report the same back to the House with an amendment,
with the recommendation that the amendment be agreed to and
that the bill as amended do pass.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous gquestion
on the bill and amendment to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. RansiEy, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

MANY QUESTIONS ABOUT CONGRESS ANSWERED

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HARDY. Mr, Speaker, every Member has had guests in
the galleries and the House restaurant and knows how friends
from back home ask guestions on many subjects connected with
the Congress and its work, and how they like to know about its
organization and the how and why of it all.

In my dozen years here as a Member of Congress I have had
many guests from back home and have enjoyed answering their
many questions about Congress and its work.

I am going to try to repeat here some of the questions that
have been or may be asked me or other Members of Congress,
and give the answers in brief everyday language and terms
that all who read can understand. Naturally, I will speak of
some things about which many will know well, and I hope I
will find some that are not so well known and understood in
the country. I believe that this line of inquiry will develop a
lot of little items of information abont the Congress, the Con-
stitution, and the ways of doing business here that may prove
of interest to some.

In making speeches in the House and Senate, Members often
gay “the country should know " this or that and “I want the
country to know" this or that, with the inference that they
are not speaking entirely for the benefit of the few gentlemen
listening but for the whole country at large. And so it is with
these few remarks. I am not making them for the Members of
the House of Representatives—although peradventure some
Members may find some information here that will help them
to answer questions a little more freely in the House gallery
and at the Rotary Club back home.
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I am putting these questions and answers out in printed form
for the benefit of the many who like to know a little more
about the inside workings of, and the side lights on, the Con-
gress. I know I have a lot of friends in Colorado who like
to know about these things and who encourage me to talk of
them in little groups and through the press, and there may be
other inguisitive people in other secfions of this United States
who read the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.

So with this brief preface I will begin this single-handed dia-
logue by asking the first question.

W WHAT 18 CONGRESS?

Congress is the legislative body of the United States Govern-
ment. The functions of the National Government are divided
into three parts: Executive, judicial, and legislative. States
have their State legislatures. Cities have their eity councils.
The Nation has its Congress. Its existence, authority, and
limitations are provided by the Constitution. Article 1, sec-
tion 1 of which reads, “All legislative powers herein granted
shall be vested in a Coengress of the United States, which shall
consist of a Senate and House of Representatives.”

HOW LONG HAVE WE HAD A CONGRESS?

About 141 years. The first Congress dated from March 4,
1789, to March 3, 1791. The first Congress did not convene,
however, until April 6, 1789, because a quorum of Members did
not show up until that date. Travel was not as easy and
swift then as it is these days.

WHAT IS THE LENGTH OF A CONGRESS?

A Congress iz elected for two years. It is officially in
existence from the 4th of March of odd-numbered years to the
3d of March on the following odd-numbered years. For ex-
ample, the Seventy-first Congress new in session was elected
in November, 1928, Membership dates from March 4, 1929,
to March 3, 1931. Members of the House are all elected every
two years—for a term of two years. Members of the Senate
are elected for a term of six years, one-third of that body being
elected every two years.

WHAT IS A CONGRESSMAN?

Strictly speaking, a Member of either Senate or of the House
of Representatives is a Congressman. However, in general prac-
tice we speak of a Member of the Senate as Senator and of a
Member of the House as a Congressman, although the official
title of the latter is Representative in Congress.

HOW MANY MEMBERS?

There are 96 United States Senators, 2 from each of the 48
States in the Union. There are 435 Members of the House of
Representatives, each State being entitled to the.number its
population justifies. The number of Members of the House
should be apportioned to the different States after each decen-
nial census, but there has been no reapportionment since that
made after the 1910 census. There will be a reapportionment
soon after the next Congress is elected, no doubt, based on the
1930 census, when some States will probably lose a Member or
two and some other States will gain a Member or two because of
the shifting of population. Colorado will undoubtedly remain
the same with four Representatives.

WHAT QUALIFICATIONS ARE REQUIRED FOR MEMBERSHIP?

The Constitution provides that a Member of the House of
Representatives must have attained the age of 25, have been a
citizen of the United States for 7 years, and be an inhabitant of
the State in which he is elected. In practice he is usually a
resident of the distriet which he represents, but that is not a
constitutional requirement. A United States Senator must have
attained the age of 30 years, have been a citizen of the United
States for 9 years, and be an inhabitant of the State which elects
him,

WHAT OATH DO MEMBERS TAEKRE?

The oath of office taken by the Members of the House is
administered by the Speaker and by the Vice President to the
Senators. It reads:

I do solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support and defend the
Consti ution of the United States against all enemles, foreign and
domestic; that J will bear true faith and allegiance to the same; that
I take this obligation freely, without any mental reservation or purpose
of evasion; and that I will well and faithfully discharge the duties of
the office on which I am about to enter. So help me God.

The Constitution provides that the President of the United
States, Senators, and Representatives, members of the several
State legislatures, and all executive and judicial cficers, both of
the United States and of the several States, shall be bound by
oath or affirmation to support the Constitution.

WHEN DOES CONGHESS MEET?

That question is often asked although for more than a hun-

dred years Congress has always met on the first Monday in
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December every year. The Constitution provides that the Con-
gress shall meet on that day every year unless the date is
changed by law, and there has been no change in the date of
the meeting of regular sessions since 1820. The first regular
session of a new Congress is the long session. It meets on the
first Monday of December in the year following the election
year and runs on into the following spring or summer and ad-
journs only when it gets good and ready. The second regular
session meets on the first Monday of the following December
and continues in session only until the 4th of next March, when
it adjourns because the term of House membership expires on
that date.
WHAT ABOUT EXTRA SESSIONS?

The President may call the Congress to meet in extraordinary
session at any time he thinks the interests of the country justify
it. When he does call an extra session the Congress may trans-
act any business it desires and stay in session as long as it
wants to. There have been only .about 24 extra sessions in the
141 years since the Constitution was adopted. Four of these
have oceurred in the past nine years. The Senate may be called
in extra session without the House to consider treaties, try im-
peachments, and confirm appointments—all of which are con-
sidered exclusively by the Senate. The Senate nearly always
meets in extra session on the 4th of March after a new Presi-
dent has been inaugurated to confirm his Cabinet and other
appointments. These special sessions of the Senate usually last
only a few days.

HOW ARE VACANCIES FILLED?

Members do die in office, and occasionally one resigns, usually
to take what he considers to be a better office, however. When
a Senator dies or resigns the governor of his State may appoint
his successor to serve only until an election is held, providing
his State legislature has given him the authority. If a Repre-
sentative dies or resigns, his place can not be filled by appoint-
ment. The governor of his State may call a special election to
fill the place, if he wants to, or as is done in most cases, the
place may be left vacant until the next general election,

WHAT ARE THE DUTIES OF A MEMBER?

They are many and manifold. He should study legislation
and attend the meetings of his House. He should listen to a
good deal of the debates, but not all of them by any means.
Many Members are kept in committee meetings many hours of
many days of every session. The average Member develops a
large office business, This is particularly true of western
Members. Their constituency is far away from Washington, so
many problems are referred to the Congressman for assistance.
The Members get a vast amount of mail. This requires much
study, dictation of replies, and often visits to different executive
departments down town. The departments are far away and
often far apart. Many ex-service men bring their problems to
their Congressman, and he is always glad to help them out
when and wherever he can, although he has not the power
always to do as much as he would like.

A Member will get a thousand letters or maybe several thou-
sand letters in a session from citizens advocatng or opposing
proposed legislation. Usually a Congressman answers every
letter, though he can not tell everybody what he thinks about
every bill that has been introduced. He must wait development
through committee hearings and give thought to those measures
that are being brought forward by favorable committee action.

Most pension claims for sold ers and their widows go through
the Congressman. Many post offices, land office, and immigra-
tion cases are referred fo him.

He likes it. The ambitious Congressman brags about his large
office business and his heavy work. He seeks business and
craves harder eommittee assignments—until he gets upon the
Appropriations Committee where the appetite for work of the
most ambitious will be fully satisfied. Many Members find it
necessary to work nights and holidays,

WHAT ARE THE IMPORTANT COMMITTRES?

There are several. The two most important are probably
Appropriations and Ways and Means. All bills that relate to
the appropriation of money must be considered by and reported
out by the Appropriations Committee of the House. Th's com-
mittee consists of 35 members, 21 Republicans and 14 Demo-
crats. It reports out several bills that carry appropriations for
a little over $4,000,000,000 each year. The Ways and Means
Committee has to consider and report out all bills that have in
any way to do with raising revenue, tarifl, or any sort of taxes.
Th's committee consists of 25 members, 15 Republicans and 10
Democrats. All revenue and appropriation bllls must originate
in the House of Representatives and come out of these two

committees.
WHAT ABOUT OTHER COMMITTEES?

There are about 43 standing committees, 4 joint standing com-
mittees, and several select committees appointed for specific
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purposes. The 10 principal committees are called exclusive
committees in that a majority member of any one of these com-
mittees can not serve on any other, The exclusive committees
are:

Appropriations, which considers and reports on all bills which
appropriates money.

Ways and Means, which considers all bills which relate in
any way to taxes, tariff, or revenue,

Post Office and Post Roads, handles all bills that have to do -
with the Postal Service, the Post Office Department, or postal
employees,

Foreign Affairs, considers bills which concern the relations of
the United States with foreign nations.

NNaval Affairs, has to do with all legislation relating to the
Navy.

Military Affairs, has to do with legislation relating to the
Army, National Guard, and so forth.

Interstate and Foreign Commerce, handles a very important
line of bills which have to do with transportation and other
business that have an interstate character.

Judiciary, made up exclusively of lawyers, has to do with
bills relating to judicial proceedings, civil and eriminal law.

Merchant Marine and Fisheries, gets bills relating fo the
merchant marine and fisheries, _

Public Build'ngs and Grounds, considers all bills authorizing
purchase of sites, and construction of post offices and publie
buildings in the District of Columbia and throughout the
country,

Some of the other committees are Elections, Banking and
Currency, Rivers and Harbors, Agriculture, Public Lands,
Indian Affa‘rs, Education, Labor, Patents, and so forth. The
names of the commitiees indicate pretty well what sort of bills
are referred to them.

HOW DO COMMITTEES WORK?

They meet regularly or on call. They consider the bills that
have been referred fo them. They sometimes hold long hearings
on important bills when those interested either for or against
may come in and tell the committee what they think of the
bills in question. Some hearings last several days and some
several weeks. The committee then considers the bill and may
report it out with or without amendments or may decide not
to report it out. Sometimes the committee takes up several
bills of a similar character, considers all phases of the gquestion
and writes a new bill and reports that ount.

WHO SELECTS MEMBERS FOR COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS?

Majority members are assigned to committees by the Com-
mittee on Committees. As a rule once on an important com-
mittee a Member stays there as long as he is in Congress. If a
vacancy occurs on an important committee a Member from an-
other committee may be given the place by the Committee on
Committees if he desires it—and if he has the seniority and in-
fluence to get it. New Members get the places left available,
The minority Members of the Ways and Means Committee per-
form this function for that party. All selections must be con-
firmed by election in the House. '

WHO AFFOINT THE CHAIEMEN OF COMMITTEES?

They are elected by the House and theoretically the Commit-
tee on Committees makes the selections of chairmen. In ac-
tual practice, however, the Member of the majority party who
has served longest on any committee is selected as chairman,
Here seniority plays an important part. The chairmen, of
course, all come from the majority party, and the majority of
the members of all committees are of the dominant party—
at this time Republican.

WHAT IS THIS COMMITTER ON COMMITTEES?

This is an organization of the majority party and is made up
of one Republican Member for each State which has a Repub-
lican in the delegation. Usually the member of this committee
is the dean of the delegation—the gentleman who has served
longest in Congress from that State. In committee meetngs
each member has as many votes as there are Republican Mem-
bers from his State. Thus at the present time in the Seventy-
first Congress, Pennsylvania has 36 votes, New York 20, Colo-
rado 3, Wyoming 1, ete.

WHAT IS THE COMMITTEE ON RULES?

This is one of the most important committees, as it controls
the destiny of more proposed legislation than any other. Bills
from the Ways and Means and Appropriations have the right
of way, so to speak, and can always be brought up for considera-
tion. Other committees have only a few calendar days In any
one session. So many bills reported out can not be brought
up for consideration. The Rules Committee can report a rule
for consideration of a bill any day. It can bring in a rule for
the consideration of any bill that has been reported out of any
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committee any time, In the last days of a session special rules
to bring out special bills are much in demand. The Rules Com-
mittee has much power, certainly has the power of selection,
but it must be fair and discriminating, selecting what the
majority of Congress seems to want most, as the rule it brings
in must be adopted by the House.

WHAT I8 THE STEERING COMMITTEE?

This is a committee not much heard of nor mentioned in the
newspapers. And I dare say that bardly two dozen Members
of the House can tell the names of all of the members on the
steering committee. This is a little party adjunct to help pro-
mote legislation the majority is interested in, and help to iron
out a program of procedure, especially in the closing days of a
session. It is composed of nine of the older Republican Mem-
bers. In addition, the majority leader acts as chairman. When
important matters are up for consideration the Speaker and
the chairman of the Rules Committee sit in. This committee
really has a good deal of influence in helping to shape up the
legislative program.

WHAT ARE CONFERENCES AYD CONFEREES?

The House passes a bill, for instance. It goes to the Senate

and may be much amended over there, as are appropriations

and tariff bills usually. The House will not accept the amend- |

ments. So the bill is sent to conference. The House appoints
three or five Members as conferees and the Senate appoints
an equal number, These gentlemen meet and hold a conference
and discuss the points in disagreement. The conferees of the
Senate give up some items and the conferees of the House agree
to some. Finally they get together on a bill somewhere be-
tween the position taken by each House. Sometimes the con-
ferees do not give up easily, sometimes the conference drags on
for days or weeks, and they have run for months. Usually
they get together and usually the conference report is adopted
by both Houses. Which end of the Capitol is the most stub-
born? Well, the other end, of course.
HOW ARE BILLS INTRODUCED?

A Member writes up his bill and drops it in the basket on the
Clerk’s desk. It is then referred to the appropriate committee,
Many bills lay in committee undisturbed and are never heard
from again. In some cases they have served their purpose with-
out further action. They have advertised the Member and the
project. Many bills are infroduced that have not the slightest
chance of serious consideration or passage.

HOW IS A BILL PASSED?

Bills that have strong support are given consideration by the
committee. Some are reported out and go on the calendar.
When reached they are voted on in the House. A bill must be
passed in the House, then go to the Senate and be passed there,
then be signed by the President to become a law. If a bill is first
passed by the Senate it next goes to the House, and if passed
then to the President.

" ARE MANY BILLS INTRODUCED?

Yes; too many. In the Sixty-ninth Congress 17,415 bills and
joint resolutions were introduced in the House of Representa-
tives and 6,007 in the Senate.

In the Seventieth Congress 17,769 in the House and 6,127 in
the Senate.

In the Seventy-first Congress, which has another session for
business next winter, up to date the bills introduced is about
13,000 in the House and 4,900 in the Senate. The Sixty-fifth~
Congress holds the record for number of bills, 33,015 being
introduced.

HOW MANY BILLS PASS?

Not as many as you would probably think, considering the
number introduced and the length of the session. In the Sixty-
ninth Congress 1,423 bills and resolutions were passed; in the
Seventieth Congress the number was 1,722,

WHAT 18 A YETO?

As has been said, after a bill has passed the House and Senate
it must be signed by the President to become a law. If the
President does not think the measure good public policy, he may
refuse to sign it. He writes a veto message and sends it with
the bill back to the body from which it came.

ARE MANY BILLS VETOED?

Not as many as you might think, In eight years President
Wilson vetoed 33 bills, President Harding vetoed 5, and Presi-
dent Coolidge vetoed 20. President Hoover has so far vetoed
two bills.

HOW DOES CONGRESS OVERRIDE A VETO?

When a bill comes back to Congress with a veto message it is
voted upon again, as to whether it shall be passed over the
President’s veto. If two-thirds of the Members present and
voting in both House and Senate vote to pass the bill over the
veto, the bill then becomes a law.
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ARE BILLS OFTEN PASSED OVER PRESIDENT'S VETO?

No; not very often. Most bills that are vetoed by Presidents
are not of great concern to the general public. President Grover
Cleveland made a reputation for vetoing more bills than any
other President, but the bills were mostly private pension bills.
Bills passed over presidential vetoes are usually of interest to
a great many people all over the United States, and consequently
brought prominently to the attention of many Members. For
instance:

In President Wilson's administration the three bills passed
over his veto were:

First. Repeal of the daylight savings law.

Second. The Volstead Act.

Third. To cease enlistments in the Army.

None were passed over President Harding's veto.

The four bills passed over President Coolidge’'s veto were:

First. The so-called bonus or adjusted compensation bill.

Second. The emergency officers’ retirement bill.

Third. The bill to provide a differential in pay for night work
in the Postal Service.

Fourth. Granting allowances to fourth-class postmasters for
light, rent, fuel, and eguipment.

President Hoover has had just one bill passed over his veto,
that being for an increase in pensions for Spanish War veterans,

WHAT I8 " UNANIMOUS CONSENT "1

Many little actions are done in and taken by the House by
unanimous consent. The Member asks for unanimous consent
to do this or that—to correct the Recorp, to speak for five min-
utes or more out of order, to insert remarks in the Recorp, to
change an amendment he has offered, to have a letter read. If
there is no objection on the part of any Member, then consent
is granted. Frequently a gentleman says “I object,” and that
settles that.

The leader of the majority makes many unanimous-consent
requests, and usually they are granted. He may ask consent to
meet at a certain hour, to adjourn over for a day or two, to
hold a night session, to have so many hours for debate on a
bill, to take up specified matters on certain days out of order,
to set days for the Private or Consent Calendars. The granting
of the request saves the passing of motions or the making of
rules. ‘

Many bills are passed by unanimous consent. All bills of a
private character go on the Private Calendar. And another
character of bills go on the Consent Calendar. On days when
these bills are in order, the Clerk reads the title of the bill, the
Speaker asks, “ Is there objection?” Any Member present may
say, “I object,” if he desires, in which case the bill can not be
taken up; and the next title is read. If no objection is made,
the bill is read and passed very quickly usually. The theory is
that if no one cares to object to a bill, certainly many would
not vote against it, so it ought to be passed. Both party organi-
zations have several Members who make it their business to
study all bills on the Consent Calendars and be ready to object
or insist on what they think to be the proper amendments be-
fore consent is granted for the bill to be considered.

Often a Member will arise and say, * Reserving the right to
object,” and ask questions about the bill. This gives the au-
thor of the bill a chance to explain or defend it, and sometimes
quite a little debate is stirred up even on consent days. After
a while somebody may shout, “ Regular order!” The Speaker
says, “ Regular order is demanded.” Wherenpon the gentleman
who started the trouble by “reserving the right to object™
must immediately make his objection or withdraw it. He may
be just as apt to do one as the other, and on his decision rests
the destiny of some anxious Member's important bill—for all
bills are important to their hopeful authors. On consent days
Members with bills on the calendar are most patient, polite,
and persuasive in their ways toward the gentlemen who sit at
the table and whose business it is to inguire into the merits of
bills coming up.

HOW ARE VOTES TAKEN?

Four different ways. Usually the Speaker puts the guestion
in this form: “As many as are in favor (of the motion) say
‘Aye,” and then, “As many as are opposed say ‘No.'” In most
instances the vote taken thus is decisive enough to satisfy. But
if the Speaker is in doubt, or if it sounds close, any Member
may ask for a division. In this case the Speaker asks those in
favor to stand up and be counted. Then those opposed to the
proposition to stand up and be counted. The Speaker does the
counting and announces the result. But if he is still in doubt,
or if a demand is made by one-fifth of a quorum—that is, 20 in
the Commitiee of the Whole or 44 in the House—tellers are
ordered. The Speaker appoints one gentleman on each side of
the guestion to make the count. The two tellers take their
place at the head of the center aisle. All Members favoring
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the proposition walk through between the tellers and are
counted. Then those opposed walk through and are counted.
This vote settles most questions.

But a roll call may be demanded by anybody on any question
in the House, and if supported by one-fifth of those present it
is ordered. This privilege is guaranteed by the Constitution.
The Clerk reads the names of the whole membership, and as
his or her name is called the Member answers “aye” or “no.”
The names of those not voting the first time are read a second
time, so that all Members in corridors, cloakrooms, committee
rooms, or offices, who have been notified of a roll call by signal
bells, may come in and vote.

Roll calls are ordered sometimes to get a full vote on a meas-
ure, because of a lack of a quorum, sometimes because Members
want to be on record on a measure, and sometimes to put the
other side on record against the measure for imaginary political
advantage. The roll calls are published in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp and are sometimes quoted to a Member's advantage or
disadvantage, as the case may be,

Many bills of lesser importance and some of greater Impor-
tance are passed without a roll call. This can be done if a
quorum is present when the vote is taken and as many as one-

fifth of those present do not demand a roll call. This is done.

often to save time and sometimes to save Members the em-
barrassment of having to be recorded for or against a measure.

WHAT IS A QUORUM?

Everybody who ever attended a literary society kmows that
it requires a quorum to do business. In the House of Repre-
sentatives a quorum is a majority of the membership. When
thére are no vacancies in the membership a quorum is 218,
There are usually a few vacancies—Members who have died or
have resigned and their places yet unfilled. So an actual
quorum is usually a little under that figure. Much business is
transacted without a quorum. But no business of any character,
except to adjourn, can be transacted without a quorum present
if any Member objects. All any Member has to do to get a
full House is to arise, address the Speaker, and make the
point of order that “no quorum is present.” The Speaker says,
“1 will count.” If he ean not count a majority present, the
doors are closed, the bells are rung in the corridors and House
Office Building, and the roll is ealled. This usually produces a
quorum, and business proceeds. :

When the House is in Committee of the Whole a hundred
Members make a quorum.

IS LEGISLATION MUCH INFLUENCED ®Y ORATORY?

Not much. People back home may pieture the House as a
forum for debate upon the merits of (§e maany bills they read
about. It is in a way, but most of the debata is as potent as a
sham battle. Very few bills that are brought up in the House
for action under general or special rules gre defeated. I think
more than 95 per cent of bills thus brought up are passed,
despite the forensic display of oratory that may be directed
against them, and usually is by the minority or the opposition,
Hardly 1 amendment in 40 offered to bills on the floor is adopted
unless offered or accepted by the comuaittee reporting out the
bill up for consideration.

Legislation enacted by any Congress is lapgely that originat-
ing with or sponsored by the majority party. Important meas-
ures brought up have had thorough scrutiny and a faverable
report by a well-organized committee. They have probably had
strong backing from the country. Some have had the approval
of the steering committee and some have been reported out
by the Rules Committee. Such measures are on the program
for passage and long debates and much oratory can not defeat
them. On the other hand, bills that are not slated for passage
do not often get up for action in the House,

Committee responsibility is great and committee action inflo-
ential. On most amendments and on most bills a majority of
the Members vote most of the time with the committee—and
it is difficult to break into that influence even with fine oratory.

DO MEMBERS HAVE SPECIAL SEATS?

In the Senate every Member has a definite seat and a fine
little desk with his name on it. A map of the Senate is printed
with the seats numbered and Senators listed so that a visitor in
the gallery ean pick out the different Senators.

In the House the Member does not have any definite seat.
He may sit anywhere. There are two tables in the center of
each side of the House for the use of the party leaders and
committee chairmen and those interested especially in the
program of the day.

Formerly when there were fewer Members in the House each
Member had a desk. But when the number of Members was
increased to 435 in the Sixty-third Congress there was mnot
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enough room for desks for all, so they were taken out. As it
is, those Members present can bunch in the center of the House
and be closer to the center of activity.

WHAT ARE THE DUTIES OF THE SPEAKER?

He presides over the House, appoints the chairman to preside
over the Committee of the Whole, appoints all special or select
committees, appoints conference committees, has the power of
recognition of Members, makes many important rulings and de-
cisions in the House. The Speaker may vote but usually does
not except in case of tie. He may appoint a Speaker pro
tempore but not for more than three days at a time without the
consent of the House,

WHAT IS A PARTY LEADER?

There is a majority leader and a minority leader. In talk
on the floor we do not refer to Republicans and Demoerats
usually. It is more dignified, it seems, to refer to the majority
and the minority. So the majority leader is a Republican and
the minority leader is a Democrat. The majority leader has
the more influence, of course, since he has the majority of the
membership back of him. .

The leader is all the title implies. He leads in party debate,
brings forward party program and policies. His advocacy of or
opposition to proposed legislation indicates the party preference,
The majority leader has much control over what comes up and
when, of the legislative program from week to week. When he
makes a motion it is nearly always carried. He usually makes
the motion to adjourn, and it always carries. If some one else,
not authorized to do so, makes a motion to adjourn it is nearly
always defeated.

WHAT ARE THE CHAPLAIN'S DUTIES?

Both Senate and House has a Chaplain, who offers prayer
at the opening of each dally session, usually at 12 o’clock noon.
Both are eloguent and Godly men. The prayers are printed in
the CoNGRESSIONAL Recoep with the proceedings each day.
The prayers offered by the House Chaplain during the Sixty-
eighth and Sixty-ninth Congresses have been gathered together
and printed in book form. This book of Chaplaing’ prayers can
be purchased for 25 cents per copy by addressing the Superin-
tendent of Documents, Government Printing Office, Wash-

L ington, D. C.

WHAT ARE THE DUTIES OF THE WHIP?

The whip is not an official position. It is a party designation.
Both parties have their whip. The whip looks after the member-
ship of his party, advises them of weekly programs, and en-
deavors to have all present when important measures are to be
voted upon. When the vote is apt to be close he checks up,
finds out who is out of the city, and advises absentees by wire
of the important measure coming up.

WHAT IS PRINTED THAT BEST TELLS OF THE CONGRESS?

The Constitution of the United States is the best thing printed
dealing with the Congress. It provides the authority for Con-
gress, specifies its duties, powers, privileges, and much of the
procedure in both Houses of Congress. The Constitution is not
very long, is easily obtainable in any eity or town, and should
Le read occasionally by every citizen, It will surprise you how
much information it contains.

HOW OLD IS THE CONSTITUTION?

It was adopted by the Federal Constitutional Convention in
1787, ratified by the several States, and the new Government
provided for by it became fully operative with the inauguration
gﬁ George Washington as President of the United States on April

, 1789.

HOW CAN THE CONSTITUTION BE AMENDED?

A proposal to amend the Constitution must be passed by
the Congress by a two-thirds vote of both House and Senate.
The proposed amendment then goes to the legislatures of the
several States and must be ratified by three-fourths of them—
at the present time by 36 of the 48 States.

HAVE MANY CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS BEEN ADOPTED?

No; not very many, only 19 in 141 years, and this question
brings out some interesting figures and dates. The first 10
amendments to the Constitution were proposed by the first Con-
gress in 1789 and were practically agreed to before the adoption
of the Constitution. The eleventh and twelfth amendments
were proposed in 1794 and 1803,

Since 1804, when the twelfth amendment was ratified, over a
period of 126 years only 7 amendments have been adopted to the
Constitution.

The thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments relate to
abolition of slavery, rights of citizenship, and the franchise,
cuming affer the Civil War, and were proposed and ratified be-
tween 1865 and 1870,
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Since the Civil War period only four amendments hi®%e been
ratified. as follows:

Sixteenth amendment provides power for Congress to levy
a tax on incomes. Was ratified in 1913.

Seventeenth amendment provides that United States Sena-
‘tors shall be elected by popular vote. Previons to-its adoption
Senators had been chosen by State legislatures. Proposed in
1912 and ratified by 1913.

Eighteenth amendment provides for prohlbition. Proposed
1917 and ratified by 1919. Subsequently ratified by all States
in the Union except two. 3

Nineteenth amendment provides the right of suffrage of
women. Proposed 1919 and ratified by 1920,

No amendments adopted to the Constitution have ever been
repealed.

ARE AMENDMENTS SOMETIMES PROPOSED BUT REJECTED BY THE STATES?

Yes; that has occurred several times. Amendments were pro-
posed in 1780 (two), 1810, 1861, and 1924, that were not ratified
by the States. All of these except the last one are out of date,
of no nse now, and time has shown the wisdom of their rejection.
The one submitted to the States in 1924 was known as the
child labor amendment and reads in part, “ The Congress shall
have power to limit, regulate, and prohibit the labor of persons
under 18 years of age.” So far five States have ratified this
amendment and 24 State legislatures have voted to reject it.
Since 36 States must ratify it fo make it effective, it would ap-
pear that this one also has been lost.

WHO PAYS FOR SPEBCHES MEMBERS MAIL OUT?

The Senator or Congressman pays for the speeches he sends
out, They are printed usually at the Government Printing
Office and are charged for at cost price, but the cost price is
about what mine would cost me at my own print shop in Canon
City, Colo. A member will often send out another Member’s
speech on some subject he thinks will be of interest to his con-
stituents. Two years ago a dozen Members sent out from 1,000
to 10.000 each of some remarks I made on the subject Unseen
Forces that Help to Control Legislution, and one Pennsylvania
Member used 30,000 of my talks on the Business Side of the
United States Government two different years.

In the fiscal year 1929 Members paid the Public Printer $66,-
400.67 for speeches and in 1928 the sum was $68,266.19.

WHAT OF THE INFLUENCES OF SENIORITY OB LENGTH OF SERVICE?

In no other place, perhaps, in this broad land of ours does
seniority or length of service eut so much figure as it does in
the Congress of the United States.

It is the first discouraging thing the new Member meets up
with and many have been the bitter denunciations of its rule.
Right or wrong, however, the rule of seniority has long beea
an important factor in the Congress and no one these days has
the optimism to predict that it will soon be abolished.

The new Member meets up with the rule of seniority when he
applies for his first office room. He gets only what is left
after all older Members have made their selections, He may
file on a vacant room in the House Office Building. Another
Member who has served before may come along and take it
away from him. He may file on numerous rooms, and see
them go to older Members. The oldest Member requesting a
vacant office room gets it.

He meets with it at any official dinner he attends. The new
Member sits near the foot of the table—the older Members in
the order of their term of service near the head of the table,

The new Member finds the rule of seniority when he applies
for committee assignment. The older Members pick out the
favored places, the new Member must work his way up.

He finds it in the committee room when he attends the first
meeting of his committee. He finds his name on his place at
the foot of the table. The oldest Member of the committee will
probably be the chairman at the head of the table. And by
length of service they rank down to the newest Members at the
foot.

New Members are welcome and shown every courtesy on the
floor. They are never hazed nor snubbed. But there are some
years in the beginning of their service when a new Member
must feel that he is hardly in the thick of things—when he must
think that he would like to sit even in the committee room, up
near the middle of the table. -

The important places in the House go to the older Members,
Choice committee assignments go to the older Members who
desire them. The chairman of every committee is almost, with-
out exception, the longest serving majority Member on the com-
mittee. The ranking minority Member is, of course, the oldest
on his side. Chairmen of coemmittees have a good deal of
influence and get their names on the most important bills.

A great deal of legislation is written by or determined by the
conferees on conference committees between the House and
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Senate. Almost invariably the conferees appointed by both
House and Senate are the two oldest Republican and the oldest
Democratic Members of the committees reporting out the bills
in each House. Conferees have had much to do with the final
writing of appropriation and tariff bills especially, as well as
with many other important bills in which there is a difference
between House and Senate, Members may orate and the two
Houses may vote, but the conferees, the old boys, bring back the
language agreed upon and it will be adopted.

Here are some figures which show how this thing called
seniority has worked in the House of Representatives:

Of the 9 Republicans who have served 10 terms—20 years or
more—1 is Speaker, 1 is Republican floor leader, and 5 are
chairmen of important committees. These committees are:
Ways and Means, Agriculture, Foreign Affairs, Pensions, and
Ivaval Appropriations,

If we drop down in the class that have served 8 terms—16
years or more—we find 47 Republican Members. In this
group we find the Speaker, the Republican leader, 19 chairmen
of committees, several chairmen of important subcommittees,
§ on Ways and Means, and 5 on Appropriations Committee,

One hundred and eleven Republicans have served 10 years or
longer. Included in this 111 Members we find 40 committee
chairmen out of a possible 47, all of the chairmen of the impor-
tant subcommittees of Appropriations and Ways and Means.
All of the Republican steering committee, a majority of the
Republican members on Rules, Appropriations, Ways and
Means, Judiciary, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, the Com-
mittee on Committees, and-some of the other committees, the
Speaker, the leader, the whip, and practically all who will serve
in this Congress on conference committees. \

The Democrats of the House, of course, leok forward in the
hopes of some time winning a majority in the House of Repre-
sentatives, and if that should happen you can take a Congres-
sional Directory and figure out just who would occupy the
places of importance in their party Hounse organization, Youm
can pick their chairmen of committees in advance, for they
would undoubtedly be the ranking members of that party on
the committees, and all have had long service. You can point
out 20 men who would occupy the pivotal places in the House
because of their length of service.

Of course, this seniority influence is not unique and original
in the Congress. It works the same in every legislative body
in the country from the city council up. It works in the local
lodges and grand lodges of every order. It is especially strong
in the national meetings of a number of church organizations.
It is particularly noticed in the Congress and commented upon
because the Congress is more or less a permanent working body
of long standing and represents all of the people of our country.

Legislation is unquestionably much influenced by the men
who have served long and occupy these important places in
the organization of the House, and greater influence in and
with the departments is certainly felt by those who have had
the advantage of knowledge and acqunaintance gained by years
on the job. This long service in the House brings Members in
contact with the personnel of the several departments, and
helps them to be of serviee in many liftle and some big ways
to their constituents back home.

Seniority or length of service in the House of Representa-
tives is certainly a large factor in giving a Member position
and influence in the Congress and in Washington. Brilliancy
and unusual ability, of course, count for much, but without
years of service they do not get one far here. Those districts
which have returned their Members term after term have con-
tributed much toward the cause of good government and are
to-day represented by Members in Congress who have standing
and influence in Washington.

AT'PROFRIATION FOBR CONSTRUCTION AT THE MOUNTAIN BRANCH OF
THE NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS, JOHN-
S0N CITY, TENN.

Mr, RANSLEY, Mr, Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Military Affairs, I eall up the bill (H. R. 6340) to authorize an
appropriation for construction at the Mountain Branch of the Na-
tional Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, Johnson City, Tenn.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls
up a bill, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks
unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the House as
in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection?

There was no objection.




10132

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Board of Managers of the National
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers Is authorized and directed to
construct at the Mountain Branch of such home, at Johnson City,
Tenn,, on land now owned by the United States, a sanitary fireproof
addition to the present hospital with a capacity of 100 beds, barracks,
2 sets of quarters for doctors, and such additional construction as may
be necessary, together with the appropriate mechanical equipment, in-
cluding service lines and equipment for heat, light, fuel, water, sewage,
and gas, roads and trackage facilities leading thereto for the accommo-
dation of patients, and storage, laundry, and necessary furniture, equip-
ment, and accessories as may be approved by the Board of Mansagers of
the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, The Secretary of
the Treasury, upon request of the Board of Managers, may have all
architectural and inspection work In connection with such hospital per-
formed by the Office of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury De-
partment, and the proper appropriations of that office may be reim-
bursed from this appropriation on that account.

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated not more than
the sum of $1,000,000 in order to carry out the provisions of section 1
of this act.

With the following committee amendment :

On page 2, in line 15, strike out “ the sum of $1,000,000" and insert
in lien thereof “ $650,000.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table.

EXPIRATION DATE OF CERTAIN WAR DEPARTMENT CONTRACTS

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Military Affairs I call up the bill (8, 4017) to amend the
act of May 29, 1928, pertaining to certain War Department con-
tracts by repealing the expiration date of that act.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania ealls up
a bill which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of an act entitled “An act to require
certain contracts entered into by the Becretary of War or by officers
authorized by him to make them, to be in writing, and for other pur-
puses,” approved May 20, 1928 (45 Stat. L. 985), as provides that said
act shall cease to be in effect after June 30, 1930, is hereby repealed.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. TaBer].

Mr, TABER. Mr. Speaker, H. R, 5568 is under considera-
tion, and, as I understand, it is probable it will become a law.
If it does, no occasion for anything of this kind would arise.

Mr. RANSLEY. That is true.

Mr. TABER. Having that in mind, I am going to suggest to
the commitiee that the word “ repealed”™ in line 8 be stricken
out and that the bill be amended to provide that the time shall
be extended until and including March 4, 1931, I think this
would make the statute clearer.

Mr. WURZBACH. Would the gentleman have any objection
to making that June 30, 19317

Mr. TABER. I would not think so; no.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman will permit, T do not
think I understand the real purpose of this bill. Would this
permit the War Department to enter into contracts of $500
without any written or formal agreement?

Mr. WURZBACH. No; it does not mean that at all. If the
gentleman will permit, I will explain it. The act of May 29,
1628, a copy of which I have before me, provides—

That hereafter when contracts in excess of $500 in amoont, which
are not to be performed within 60 days, are made on bebalf of the
Government by the Secretary of War or by officers authorized by him
to make them, such contracts shall be reduced to writing and signed
by the contracting parties,

In all other contracts they shall be entered into under such regula-
tions as may be prescribed by the Becretary of War, provided that this
act shall cease to be in effect after June 30, 1930,

All this bill proposes to do is to extend the operation of the
act of May 29, 1928, to June 30, 1931.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. All contracts for $500 or less are made
under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of War,

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And you are extending the old act to
19317

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And there is nothing in the bill before us
that could be construed as a letting down of the bars or a modi-
fication of existing law permitting officials of the War Depart-
ment to enter into contracts orally.
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Mr. WURZBACH. That is absolutely true. In all cases there
must be a written contract signed by the contractor and by the
proper representative of the Government.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Properly and duly aunthorized for that
purpose.

Mr. WURZBACH. Absolutely.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So we will not be confronted later on with
appropriations to pay for something which some official of the
War Department did not have the authority to contract for?

Mr. WURZBACH. I can state that to be the fact.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. TaBgr: On page 1, in line 8, strike out
the word " repealed ™ and insert in lien thereof the following :
“Amended so that It shall cease to be in effect after June 30, 1951.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table.

MESSBAGE FROM THE BENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk,
announced that the Senate disagrees to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
2067) entitled “An act to provide revenue, to regulate com-
merce with foreign countries, to encourage the industries of
the United States, to protect American labor, and for other
purposes,” submitted to the Senate by Mr. Smoor on April 29,
1930 ; further insists upon its amendments specified in the fore-
going mentioned report upon which the conferees reached an
agreement; asks a further conference with the House of Rep-
resentatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
such amendments; and appoints Mr, Samoor, Mr. WarsoN, Mr.
SHORTRIDGE, Mr, SrmmoNs, and Mr. HarrisoN to be the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed,
without amendment, bills and a joint resolution of the House
of the following titles:

H.R.851. An act for the relief of Richard Kirchhoff;

H.R.977. An act establishing under the jurisdiction of the
Department of Justice a division of the Bureau of Investiga-
tion to be known as the Division of Identification and Infor-
mation ;

H.R.1053. An act for the relief of Jacob Scott;

H. R.1155. An act for the relief of Eugene A. Dubrule;

H. R.1160. An act for the relief of Henry P. Biehl;

H. R.1194. An act to amend the naval appropriation act for
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1916, relative to the appointment
of pay clerks and acting pay clerks;

H. R.1601. An act to authorize the Department of Agricul-
ture to issue two duplicate checks in favor of Utah State treas-
urer where the originals have been lost;

H. R.1840. An act for the relief of Gertrude Lustig;

H. R. 2011. An aet to authorize the Secretary of War to settle
the claims of the owners of the French steamships P. L. M. } and
P. L. M. 7 for damages sustained as the result of collisions
between such vessels and the U. S. 8. Henderson and Lake
Charlctte, and to settle the claim of the United States against
the owners of the French steamship P. L. M. 7 for damages
sustained by the U. 8. 8. Pennsylvanian in a collision with the
Pl M7

H. R. 2587. An act for the relief of James P. Sloan:

H. R. 2626. An act for the relief of George Joseph Boydell;

H. R. 2051. An act granting six months’ pay to Frank J. Hale;

H. R.3118. An act for the relief of the Marshall State Bank;

H. R. 3175. An act to authorize Lieut. Commander James C.
Monfort, of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration
conferred upon him by the Government of Italy;

H. R. 3200. An act for the relief of Bessie Blaker:

H. R. 3257. An act for the relief of Ellen B. Monahan;

H. R.3610. An act for the relief of William Geravis Hill;

H.R.3801. An act waiving the limiting period of two years
In Execfitive Order No. 4576 to enable the Board of Awards
of the Navy Department to consider recommendation of the
award of the distinguished-fiying cross to members of the
Alaskan aerial survey expedition;

H. R.5213. An act for the relief of Grant R. Kelsey, alias
Vincent J. Moran;

H. R.5524. An act for the relief of T. J. Hillman;

H. R.5611. An act for the relief of William H. Behling;

H. R. 60T1. An act for the relief of the Domestic and Foreign
Missionary Society of the Protestant Episcopal Church of the
United States;
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H. R.6348. An act donating trophy guns to Varina Davis
Chapter, No. 1880, United Daughters of the Confederacy, Mac-
clenny, Fla.;

H. R. 6591. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to grant
to the town of Winthrop, Mass., a perpetual right of way over
such land of the Fort Banks Military Reservation as is neces-
sary for the purpose of widening Revere Street to a width of
50 feet:

H. R.8589. An act for the relief of Charles J. Ferris, major,
United States Army, retired;

H. R.9109. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy, in
his discretion, to deliver to the custody of the Jefferson Memo-
rial Association of St. Louis, Mo., the ship’s bell, builder’s label
plate, a record of war services, letters forming ship's name,
and silver service of the cruiser 8t. Louis that i3 now or may be
in his custody ;

H. R. 9370. An act to provide for the modernization of the
United States Naval Observatory at Washington, D. C., and for
other purposes;

H. R. 9975. An act for the relief of John C. Warren, alias
John Stevens;

H. R. 10662. An act providing for hospitalization and medical
treatment of transferred members of the Fleet Naval Reserve
and the Fleet Marine Corps Reserve in Government hospitals
without expense to the reservist; and

H. J. Res. 243. Joint resolution authorizing an appropriation
to defray one-half of the expenses of a joint investigation by
the United States and Canada of the probable effects of pro-
posed developments to generate electric power from the move-
ment of the tides in Passamaquoddy and Cobscook Bays.

The message also announced that the Senate agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 12205) entitled “An act granting pensions and increase
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy, ete, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors,”
and reseinds its action on June 2, 1930, in agreeing to the
conference report presented on said day to said bill.

The message also announced that the Senate agrees to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 10175) entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An
act to provide for the promotion of voeational rehabilitation of
persons disabled in industry or otherwise and their return to
civil employment,’ approved June 2, 1920, as amended.”

CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY POSTS

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr, Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Military Affairs, I call up the bill (H. IR. 11405) to amend
an act approved IFebruary 25, 1929, entitled “An act to author-
ize appropriations for construetion at military posts, and for
other purposes.”

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill may be considered in the House as in Committee of
the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: >

Be it enacted, ete., That the proviso contained in the project “ Shreve-
port, La. (attack wing),” under section 3 of the act of February 25, 1829,
entitled “An act to authorize appropriations for construction at mill-
tary posts, and for other purposes " (45 Stat. 1903), is hereby changed
to read as follows: “Provided, That the Secretary of War Is hereby
authorized, when directed by the President, to accept in behalf of the
TUnited States and without cost to the United States, the title to such
land ns he may deem necessary or desirable, in the vicinity of Shreve-
port, La., approximately 25,000 acres, more or less, as a site for an
aviation fleld, subject to such encumbrances as the Seeretary of War
in his discretion determines will not interfere with the use of the prop-
erty for aviation or military purposes: Provided further, That ghould
it be determined from time to time that any existing oil-pipe lines as
located in, upon, or across said lands interfere with the ose of gaid
property, the Secretary of War may grant easements for new rights
of way, subject to such provislons as he deems advisable, for the relo-
cation of any said pipe lines in such ofher areas of the property as
he determines will not substantially injure the interests of the United
States therein.”

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Speaker, I move fo strike out the last
word. What is involved in this—is it for quarters for officers
and enlisted men?

Mr. WURZBACH. This is an entirely new field. The citizens
are donating 25,000 acres of land.
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. The committee {s enticing my colleagues
on my left, members of the Appropriation Committee, with this
25,000 acres of land and next year we will have to provide for
an entirely new post.

Mr, HILL of Alabama. Some money for this field has already
been authorized and there is a bill pending in the Committee on
Military Affairs for further authorization. The attack wing has
to have a large post for maneuvering purposes. The city of
Shreveport, without any cost to the Government, has donated
25,000 acres of land.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They bave an attack wing?

Mr. HILL of Alabama. Yes; but if the Air Corps grows
there may be another wing.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So that the House may know, we author-
ize the Secretary of War to accept this 25,000 ncres of land from
the city of Shreveport, and we will have to provide the necessary
funds to construet an entire aviation field and post at this
point ?

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the fleld require any further appro-
priation to make it available?

Mr. HILL of Alabama. There may be a small amount, per-
haps between $25,000 and $50,000 required to be expended on the
field affer the Government takes possession.

This field was chosen by a board sent out by the War
Department, and the recommendation of the board was after-
wards concurred in by Mr. Davison, Assistant Secretary of
War for Air and General Fechet, Chiel of the Air Corps. The
board visited many places in different sections of the country
where land was offered to the Government.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, The fact that they offered to donate a
certain amount of land does not impress me very much. But

LT have talked with General Fechet, and he is of the opinion

that this point is desirable and that all things being considered
it is a good place to have an attack wing: It occurred to me
that they could at least examine other fields, and I ask the
gentleman from California to give us some information.

Mr. BARBOUR. I am not in a position to give any informa-
tion as to what other places may be used instead of this, but
there is one other field I know of that is very well equipped
and is being maintained merely in a stand-by condition.

THE TARIFF

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 2667, the tariff bill,
insist on the House disagreement to the Senate amendments,
and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate.

Mr. GARNER. Mr, Speaker, I do not want to object, but
I would like to have the message that came over from the
Senate again read.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the message.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the report of the committee
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill H. R. 2667, entitled: * To provide
revenue, to regulate commerce with forelgn countries, to encourage
the indusiries of the United States, to protect American labor, and
for other purposes,” submiited to the Senate by Mr. SMo00T, on April
29, 1930,

Resolved, That the Benate ‘further insist upon lts amendments
gpecified " in the foregoing-mentioned report upon which the conferces
reached an agreement and ask a further conference with the House
of Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two Ionses on such
amendments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R.
2667, insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendments, and
agree to the conference asked for on the amendments specified.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speuker, I offer the following motion to
instruct the conferees which I send to the desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas offers a motion
to instruct the conferees, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. GarNer submits the following resolution of instructions;

“ Ordered, That the House conferees to be appoinfed to represent
the House in a conference with the Senate on I, R. 2667 be, and they
are hereby, instructed to concur in Senate amendments Nos, 795, 040,
967, and 968, the effect of these instructions being to bind the com-
ferees on the part of the House to insist on. hides and skins of ecattle
of the bovine specles and all manufacturcs of leather, boots, and shoes
to remain on the free list and to not agree to any duty levied on sald
mm”
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Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, on that motion I move the pre- | Smith, W. Va. Stone Tucker Williamson
vious question. gop?rel:: N.Y. gg:.lmus,‘l\yaah g?mﬁ:n' Ga. Wilson
Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, this is an important matter, and | Steagall Tarver W?}i‘itin(-;%})l:tf %ﬁ:b?m
I make the point of order that there is no quorum present. NAYS—180
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order on Kurtz Se
the motion to instruet. Adkins Eilsiebrixht Lamﬁert Seﬁforrlin
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan makes the | Aldrich . Tankford, Va.  Shorc it
point of order that there is no quorum present. Evidently there | Arentz Finley Lea cftas Shott, W. Va.
is not. E:gg::‘lﬁn f;[rsuhar %&l‘tt g}n‘eve
Mr. MAPES. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. Baird i Lohibach Bﬁg‘;’“
The motion was agreed to. Barbour Gibson Letts Sinclair
Ihe dooys i re domed, i Grantela MieClintock, Oho Stoits, Tdsh
. ntoc] ()
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed {0 | Bigekburn Hadley McCormnek Miss Rnow B
answer to their names: Eoltnn Hale llcCurmick.l
Roll No. 62 oOWman Hall, INL McLa o Sproul, I1L
L 0. 62] Brand, Ohio Hall, Ind, Meroogt Staffora
Abernethy Estep Kunz Birovich Britten . Dak.
Andrew Esterly Lambertson Snell Rt Magrady Stalker
Auf der Heide Evans, Mont, Larsen Spearin Rilckhas H Mapes Strong, Kans,
Bacharach Fort Linthieum Sproul, Kans. Burdick Hawle:' Martin Strong, Pa.
Bankhead Foss McClintic, Okla, Stedman Butler ess Me Swanson
Beck Gambrill McKeown Stevenson ool Hickey Merritt Bwick
Bloom Gavagan Maas Stobbs e Hogg Michaelson Swing
Bohn Golder Manlove Sullivan, N. Y. ampbell, Pa.  Holaday Michener Taber
Brizham G m Mead Sullivan, Pa. Carter, Calif, Hoo) Miller Taylor, Tenn,
Buchanan Greenwood Merritt Taylnr. (':o]o Carter, Wyo Hopkins Morgan Temple
Celler G Montague Thatcher halmers Houston, Del. ouser Thurston
Chase Hale AMoone, Thompson Chindblom Hudson Murphy Tilson
Christopherson  Hancock Newha Treadwa Clarke, N. Y. Hull, Morton D, Nelson, Me, Timberlake
Clanecy Hariley " Nolan Underhil{ Cochran, Pa. Hull, William E. Nelson, Wis. Tinkham
Clark, Md. Hoffman 0'Connor, N. Y. Cole Irwin Niedringhaus Turpin
Collins Holaday Oliver, N. X. Vincent, Mijch, Colton Jenkins 0'Connor, La, estal
Connolly Hudspeth Owen ‘Warren Connery Johnson, Ind. Palmer Wainwright
Coake Hull, Tenn. Peav White Cooper, Ohio Johnson, Nebr. Parker Walker
Craddock Igoe Porter Whitehead CooYﬂ. Wis. Ji o!maon, Wash. Perkins Wason
Curry James 'ou Williams Coyle Johnston, Mo. Pitti Watres
Davenport Johnson, T11. ngo Crail Jonas, N.'€. Pratt. Ruth Watson
mpsey Johnson, Ind. Pratt, Harcourt J. Wolfenden Cramton Kading Purnell Welsh, Pa.
Dickinson Eelly ° uayle on Crowther Kahn Ramey, Frank M. Wmt_ley
Dominick henuedy ayburn Culkin Eearns Ra Wigglesworth
Doutrich Eetcham ogers Dallinger Kem Reece Wolverton, N. J.
Dunbar Kiess Sanders, Tex. DDvaI:isegt K dpan ll;:y Enefg' INl Y Wolverton, W. Va.
A " e [ 5
The SPEAKER. Three hundred and twenty-seven Members | DeLriest =~ KendallLPa.  Reid/If - b iy Y
have answered to their names, a quorum. er Kinger Sanders, N. Y. Wurzbach
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further | Eafon. Colo bk Schafer, Wis.  Yates
proceedings under the call. T sz o SRR
The motion was agreed to. ANSWERED Pﬂfsm —1
The doors were opened. f Douglas, Ariz.
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, a great many Members are in NOT VOTING—107
the Chamber now who were not here when the point of mno iﬂhﬁrrg%thy %g-‘;lgu %L":: gg{'v‘i"& Tex.
quorum was made. The motion to instruct is for the purpose of | Auf der Heide Elliott Kvale Sirovich
having free hides, free shoes, and free leather. I ask unanimous | Bacharach Estep Larsen Snell
consent that the Clerk again report the motion so that the mem- Eg;‘é‘ i E'};ﬂyuont %11:::?1 e g'ﬁergzr:ilnﬁans.
bership may have full information about it. Bloom Fort Manlove Stedman
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again | Bohn Foss Mead Stevenson
report the motion of the gentleman from Texas. g};‘c - gr!‘sgch ﬁglg:gue 35‘1’%‘?‘“ 2
There was no objection; and the Clerk again reported MT. | Carley Gambrill Moore, Ohio Sumvan'i»{a ;
GarNer's motion to instruct. gﬂg g:i;l;eén Va ﬁerhaﬂ g%yiu; Colo.
1 olan atcher
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question | cyyney Golder O'Connor, N.¥.  Thompaon
on the motion to instruect. Clark, Md. Graham Oliver, N. Y. Treadwa
The previous question was ordered. Collins Greenwood Owen Underhﬂf
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- | GoRROlY g:?ﬁg;‘ T ol
man from Texas to instruct the conferees. Corning Hoffman Pou Wartan
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and | Craddock Hudspeth Prall White
s LR e s
The yeas and nays were ordered. Daveuport James Quayle Win
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 140, nays 180, Bolankzisnn }o%ns&m. le %omjuc gol etuden
“ ” ckinson ohnson, 8. . Ragon yan
answered “ present” 1, not voth!g 107. Dominick Kelly Révoais o~
[Roll No. f(::] Doutrich Ketcham Rogers
YEAS—1 ¥
Allgood Cox Guyer McFadden So the motion was rejected.
Almon Crisp Hall, Miss McKeown The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Andresen Cross Halsey McMillan On the vote:
Arnold Crosser Hammer MecReynolds
Aswell Cullen re McSwain Mr. Whitehead (rur} with Mr, Bacharach (against).
Ayres Davis Hastings Mansfield Mr Greenwood (for) with Mrs. Rogers (against).
Bell DeRouen Haugen 1ligan Mr. Romjue (for) with Mr. Fort (against).
Black Dickstein Hill, Ala. Montet Mr. Linthicum (for) with Mr. Stobbs (against).
Bland Doughton Hill, Wash. Moore, Ky Mr, Oliver of New York (for) with Mr. Treadway (against).
Blanton Dowell Hoch Moore, Va. Mr. Carley (for) with Mr., Bohn (against).
Box Doxey Hope Morehead Mr. Qnﬁ{le (for) with Mr. Esterly (against).
Boylan Drane Howard Nelson, Mo. Mr. Bullivan of New York (for) with Mr. Ketcham (against).
Brand, Ga Drewry Huddleston Norton Mr. Btevenson (for) with Mr. Elliott (against).
Briggs Driver Hull, Wis. 0’Connell Mr. Hull of Tennessee {’torl with Mr. Bl;lfhn.m e&tgxlnst}.
Browne Edwards Jeffers 0'Connor, Okla, Mr. O'Connor of New York (for) with Mr, (against).
Brown Eslick Johnson, Okla, Oldfield Mr. Williams ?e with Mr. Kiess (af:
Brunner Fisher Johnson, Tex, Oliver, Ala. Mr. Auf der (for) with Mr. [ rwurt J. Pratt (agninst).
Iiurtness Fitzgerald Jones, Tex. Palmisano ln[.l'. Ragon (for with Davenport (against).
Busby Fitzpatrick Kennedy ke r. Montague (for) with Mr, Thatcher ggajnat}.
Fuller Kerr Patman Hrs Owen (for) with Mr. Denison (against).
Campbell, Iowa  Fulmer Kincheloe Patterson l(r Gavagan Sfowl with Mr. Connolly (against).
nf?eld Garber, Okla. Kogp Quin Mr. Prall (for th Mr. Golder (a "f‘
Cannon Garner LaGupardia Rainey, Henry T. l[r Wingo (for) with Mr. Chmcf (g: inst
Cartwright Garrett Lambertson Ramseyer Douglas of Arizona (fon w th Andrew (against).
Christgan Gasque Lanham Rams llr. Larsen (for) with M
isto Glover Larnkford, Ga. Rankin r. Pon ffor} with Mr. Undernfl] a lnﬂ)
Goldsborough Lindsay Robinson Hr. Sirovich (for) with Mr. Darrow inst
Clark, N. C. Goodwin Lozler Rutherford Mr. Mooney (for) with Hr Graham against
Cochran, Mo, Green Ludlow Babath Mr. Nolan (for) with Mr. Spearing (against).
Collier Gmry MeClintic, Okla. Bandlin Mr. Maas (for) with Mr. B‘ou (against).
Ceoper, Tenn. G McDuilie Schuoelder Mr, Rayburn (for) with Mr, Moore of Ohio (against),
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. Sanders of Texas tfuli}\mwltb AMr. Manlove {against).
. Izoe (for) with Mr, nch (against),

. Bankhead (for) with Mr. Spell (against).
. Selvig (for) with Mr. Wolfenden (against).
. Corning (for) with Mr, Doutrich (against

. Bloom (for{ with Mr. Thompson {(against).

. Abernethy (for) with Mr. James (against).
. Dominick (for) with Mr. Hartley (against).
. Kunz (for) with Mr. Hancock sgal.nstc{.

. Mead (for) with Mr. Clark of Maryland (against).

. Warren (for) with Mr. Newhall (against).

. Underwood (for) with Mr. Vincent of Michigan (against).
. Gambrill fforl with Mr. White {aguinsy.

. Collins (for) with Mr. Garber of Virginia (against).

. Buchanan (for) with Mr. Curry (agalnst).

r. Evans of Montana (for) with Mr. Porter (against).

Until further notice:

Mr, Johnson of South Dakota with Mr, Taylor of Colorado.

Mr. Cook with Mr, Celler.

Mr. Dunbar with Mr. Stedman.

Mr. Kelllv with Mr. Yon.

Mr. Kvale with Mr. Doyle.

Mr. Chase with Mr. Hudspeth,

Mr. Dickinson with Mr. Pritchard,

Mr. SBullivan of Pennsylvania with Mr. Peavey.

Mr. Estep with Mr. Craddock.

Mr, DOUGLAS of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, on the roll call, I
voted “yea.” I ask unanimous consent to withdraw my vote
and be recorded as “ present,” so that I may be paired with the
gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. AxprEw, who would have
voted “nay ™ had he been present.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following conferees
on the part of the House: Mr. HawrLEY, Mr. TREADWAY, Mr.
BacuaAracH, Mr, GArxer, and Mr. CoLLIER.

TARIFF ON HIDES, LEATIIER, BOOTS, AND SHOES

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting two short state-
ments; one from the American Cattle Raigers’ Association and
the other from the Texas and Southwest Cattle Raisers’ Associ-
ation.

The SPEAKER.
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my re-
marks I desire to eall the attention of Members of the House to
the fact that the cattle raisers of the United States are not in
favor of the 10 per cent duty on hides; that tuey feel that such
rate is wholly inadequate in view of the indefensible compen-
satory duties on leather goods and shoes.

On April 15, shortly after the announcement of the confer-
ence rates on hides and leather goods, I received the following
letter from the American National Livestock Association, which
represents thousands of livestock raisers:

[American National Live Stock Association. Officers: Vietor Culber-
son, president, Silver City, N. Mex.; H. G, Boice, first vice president,
Phoenix, Ariz.; William Pollman, second vice president, Baker, Oreg. ;
George Russell, Jr., second vice president, Elko, Nev.; Hubbard Rus-
sell, second vice president, Los Angeles, Calif.; Charles E. Collins,
second vice president, Kit Carson, Colo.; Charles D. Carey, second
vice president, Cheyenne, Wyo.; F. E. Mollin, secretary-treasurer,
Denver, Colo.} Josephine Ripley, assistant secretary, Denver, Colo,;
Charles E, Blaine, traffic counsel, Phoenix, Ariz. Honorary vice
presidents : Ike T. Pryor, Ban Antonio, Tex.; John B. Kendrick,
Sheridan, Wyo.; Fred H. Bixby, Long Beach, Calif.; C. M. O'Donel,
Bell Ranch, N. Mex.; L. C. Brite, Marfa, Tex. General council:
H. J. Saxon, Willcox, Ariz.; E. F. Forbes, Marysville, Calif.; W. L.
Curtis, Gunnison, Colo.; Albert Campbell, New Meadows, Idaho; A.
Sykes, Ida Grove, lowa; George Clemow, Jackson, Mont.; Robert
Graham, Alliance, Nebr.; H. F. Danberg, Minden, Nev.: T. A.
Spencer, Carrizozo, N, Mex.; Herman Oliver, John Day, Oreg. :
James T, Craig, Bellefourche, 8. Dak.; T. D. Hobart, Pampa, Tex.;
J. M. MacFarlane, 8alt Lake City, Utah; E. F. Banker, Winthrop,
YWash. ; J, L. Jordan, Cheyenne, Wyo.]

DEXVER, CoLO., April 15, 1930,

Is there objection to the request of the gen-

Hon. JOEN GARNER,
House of Representatives, Weoshington, D. O.

DEanr MR, GARNER: The inclosed copy of telegram is the one I sent
you this morning for presentation to the conference committee, you
being the representative on this committee of the largest cattle State
in the Union.

\We can not help but feel that our chances of ever securing an ade-
quate tariff on hides would be materially lessened by the aceeptance
now of the House rates of 10 per cent. Therefore we wish to go on
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record as Dbeing Irrevocably against the acceptance of such a make-
believe tariff on hides as an excuse to grant substantial protection to
the leather and shoe indusiries.
Yours very truly,
F. E, MoLuiN, Recretary.

P. B—I1 wish to call your attention to the fact that the margin
of protection given the leather people in the House rates above the
compensatory duty is practically the same as they would have recelved
under the revised Oddie amendment, while the proposed 10 per cent
hide duty is about two-fifths of that carried in the Oddie amendment,

AL
EXECUTIVE COMMITTER

H. G. Babbitt, Flagstaff, Ariz.; Martin Buggeln, Willlams, Ariz. :
J. M. Cartwright, Phoenix, Ariz.; E, Ray Cowden, Phoenix, Ariz.; L. L.
Harmon, Phoenix, Ariz.; A. A. Johns, Prescott, Ariz.; F. P. Moore,
Douglas, Ariz.; Wayne Thornburg, Phoenix, Ariz.; Loy Turbeville, Hol-
brook, Ariz.; George A. Clough, Ban Francisco, Calif.; P. 8, Dorris,
Alturas, Calif.; R. M. Hagen, San Francisco, Calif.; C. N. Hawkins,
Hollister, Calif.; Reoland G. Hill, Bakersfield, Calif.; Philip Klipstein,
Bakersfield, Calif.; J. H. Lubken, Lone Pine, Calif.; William Russ,
Eureka, Calif.; George Sawday, Witch Creek, Calif.; 8. D. Sinton, San
Francisco, Calif.; C. C. Tannehill, Los Angeles, Calif.; N. R. Vail, Los
Angeles, Calif.; Ezra K. Baer, Meecker, Colo.; T. H. Benton, Burns,
Colo.; Field Bohart, Colorado Springs, Colo.; J. W. Goss, Avondale,
Colo. ; R. P. Lamont, jr., Larkspur, Colo.; R. P. Mergelman, Iola, Colo.;
D. A, Millett, Denver, Colo.; R. F. Rockwell, Pagnia, Colo.; A. A.
Smith, Sterling, Colo.; R. E. Vickery, Grand Junction, Colo.; W. 8.
Whinnery, Lake City, Colo.; F. J. Hagenbarth, Spencer, Idaho; G. H.
Hall, Raymond, Idaho; W. J. Williams, Malad City, Idaho; Frank W.
Harding, Chicago, I1l.; C. L. Petrie, New Windsor, IlL ; C. A. Stewart,
Chicago, IlL; D. D. Casement, Manhattan, Kans.; Wil J. Miller, To-
peka, Kang.; H. B. Price, Reading, Kans.; C. K. Warren, Three Oaks,
Mich.; C. B. Denman, Farmington, Mo.; W. D. Johnson, Kansas City,
Mo.; R. J. Kinzer, Kansas City, Mo.; W. H. Donald, Melville, Mont.;
J. A, Donovan, Butte, Mont.; G. B. McFarland, Two Dot, Mont.;
Julian Terrett, Brandenberg, Mont.; C. J. Abbott, Alliance, Nebr.; Dan
Adamson, Cody, Nebr.; Edward L. Burke, jr., Genoa, Nebr.; George
Christopher, Valentine, Nebr.; 8. P. Delatour, Lewellen, Nebr.; A. R.
Modisett, Rushville, Nebr.; R. H. Cowles, Reno, Nev.; William Dressler,
Minden, Nev,; J. B. Garat, White Rock, Nev.; Vernon Metcalf, Reno,
Nev.; Willlam Moffat, Reno, Nev.; J. G. Taylor, Lovelock, Nev.; Wil-
liam B, Wright, Deeth, Nev.; J. C. Brock, Lordsburg, N. Mex.: Lee
Evans, Marquez, N, Mex.; E. G. Hayward, Cimarron, N. Mex.; H. L,
Hodge, Silver City, N. Mex.; J. A, Lusk, Carlsbad, N. Mex.; W. H.
Merchant, Carlsbad, N. Mex.; A, K, Mitchell, Albert, N, Mex.; B. C.
Mossman, Roswell, N. Mex.; B. C. Sowder, Carrizozo, N. Mex.; Oak-
leigh Thorne, Millbrook, N. Y.; John Leakey, Trotters, N. Dak.; Otto
Barby, Knowles, Okla.; Ewing Halsell, Vinita, Okla.; Asa Craig, En-
terprise, Oreg.; William Hanley, Burns, Oreg.; James Mossie, Ukiah,
Oreg.; F. A, Phillips, Baker, Oreg.; 0. M. Pluommer, Portland, Oreg.;
Thomas Jones, Midland, 8. Dak.; Ed. Stenger, Hermosa, 8. Dak.; W. W.
Bogel, Marfa, Tex.; Clyde Burnett, Benjamin, Tex.; T. G. Crosson,
Marfa, Tex.; O. A, Danielson, El Paso, Tex.; Will Herring, Amarillo,
Tex.; J. D. Jackson, Alpine, Tex. ; R. M. Kleberg, Corpus Christi, Tex.;
H. L. Kokernot, SBan Antonio, Tex.; E. C. Lasater, Falfurrias, Tex.;
T. B. Masterson, Truscott, Tex.; J. T. McElroy, El Paso, Tex.; J. D.
McGregor, El Paso, Tex.; J. M. Reynolds, Fort Worth, Tex.; W. W.
Turney, El Paso, Tex.; J, M, Creer, Spanish Fork, Utah; Thomas Red-
mond, Salt Lake City, Utah; William Rees, Woodruff, Utah; J. A.
Scorup, Provo, Utah; Eugene Thomas, Walla Walla, Wash.; C. J.
Belden, Pitehfork, Wyo.; R. M. Faddis, Sheridan, Wyo.; P. W. Jenkins,
Big Piney, Wyo.; James P. Jensen, Big Piney, Wyo.; Manville Een-
drick, Sheridan, Wyo.; C. A. Myers, Evanston, Wyo.; John Quealy,
Elk Mountain, Wyo.; J. B. Wilson, McKinley, Wyo.

The telegram referred to in the above letter is as follows:

Dexver, Coro., April 13, 1930.
Hon. Joux GARNER,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.:

Please inform committee that cattlemen of the West do not regard
with favor attempt to aeccept In conference House rates on hides,
leather, and shoes or modification thereof. Any action now possible
could not give adequate protection to the livestock Industry, and it is
unfair to give adequate protection to the leather-and-shoe trade and
not to us. We believe fair play demands that everything remain on the
free Hst until such time as Congress Is willing to treat all alike,
Cattlemen will not be fooled by announcement to the effect that restor-
ing the House rates is done in .order to give them protection. If any-
thing is done, it will be favorable to the leather-and-shoe interests and
without regard to our interests, and this, as stated above, Is most unfair,

AMERICAN NaTioXaL Live STOCE ABSOCIATION,
By F. E. MoLLIK, Becretary.
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The Texas and Southwestern Cattle Raisers’ Association ex-
pressed the following views in a letter addressed to me on April
i

[T. D. Hobart, president ; J. M. West, first vice president; C. C. Slaugh-
ter, second vice president; W. E. Connell, treasurer; H. B. Spiller,
secretary and general manager; Tad Moses, agsistant secretary; and
Dayton Moses, attorney] :

TEXAS AXD SOUTHWESTERN CATTLE RAISERS' ASSOCIATION,
Fort Worth, Tex., April 17, 1930.
Hon. JOEN N, GARNER,
House of Representalices, Washington, D. 0. :

My Deanr Sin: Referring to the hide tarifl which if it has not been
reached by the conference committee, will be at an early date. It is
felt gencrally that the 10 per cent ad valorem in the House bill is no
farilf at all. It is generally feit that we would be more favorable to
free hides, free leather, and free shoes for the schedules which are car-
ried in the House bill which provide protective duties for leather and
shoes and simply a gesture of protection on hides.

The feeling generally is that if there is no protective duty on hides,
then the producers of hides should not be required to buy shoes and
leather on a protective basis.

Yours very truly,
E. B. SPILLER, Secretary.

OFFICERS AND EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, TEXAS AND SOUTIIWESTERN CATTLE
RAISERS' ASSOCIATION

Officers : T. D, Hobart, president, Pampa, Tex.; J. M. West, first vice
president, Houston, Tex. ; , C. Slaughter, second vice president, Dallas,
Tex. ; James Callan, honorary vice president, Menard, Tex.; J. D. Jack-
son, honorary vice president, Alpine, Tex.; R. J. Kleberg, honorary vice
president, Kingsville, Tex.; R. M. Kleberg, honorary vice president,
Corpus Christi, Tex.; H. L. Kokernot, honorary vice president, San
Antonio, Tex.; Cyrus B. Lucas, honorary vice president, Berclalr, Tex. ;
Ed C. Lasater, honorary vice president, Falfurrias, Tex.; A. M. McFad-
din, honorary vice president, Victoria, Tex.; Murdo Mackenzie, honorary
vice president, Denver, Colo.; Ike T. Pryor, honorary vice president,
Ban Antonio, Tex.; W. W. Turney, honorary vice president, El Paso,
Tex.; W. E. Connell, treasnrer, Fort Worth, Tex.; E. B. Spiller, secre-
tary and general manager, Fort Worth, Tex.; Tad Moses, assistant
secretary, Fort Worth, Tex.; Dayton Moses, attorney, Fort Worth, Tex.

Execotive committee: 8. C. Arnett, Lubbock, Tex.; H. G. Barnard,
Tulsa, Okla.; J. L. Borroum, Cedar Vale, Kans, ; E, H. Brainard, Cana-
dian, Tex.; L. C. Brite, Marfa, Tex.: W. W. Brunson, Midland, Tex.;
C. H. Burneit, Benjamin, Tex.; J. G. Childers, Temple, Tex.; E. W,
Clark, Fort Worth, Tex.; W. T. Coble, Amariilo, Tex.; George R. Cun-
rad, Amarillo, Tex.; R. J. Cook, Beeville, Tex.; W. M. Doughty, Edin-
burg, Tex.: ¥. B. Duncan, Egypt, Tex.; H. B. Duncan, Burnet, Tex.;
W. P. Fischer, Marfa, Tex.; H. B. Foster, Kent, Tex.; A. E. Gates,
Laredo, Tex.; A. I". George, Richmond, Tex.; Ewing Haulsell, Vinita,
Okla.; K. N. Hapgood, Dallas, Tex.; R. IH. Harris, San Angelo, Tex.;
E. D. Henry, San Antonio, Tex,; W. E. Herring, Amarillo, Tex.; A. C.
Jones, Alta Vista, Tex.; T. A. Kincald, Ozona, Tex.; D. 8, Kritser,
Amarillo, Tex.; J. W. Loving, Jermyn, Tex. ; Claude K. MeCan, M¢Fad-
din, Tex.; W. P. H. McFaddin, Beaumont, Tex.; H. F. McGill, Alice,
Tex.; J. D MeGregor, El I'aso, Tex.; 8. E. McKnight, Sonora, Tex.;
J. L. McMurtry, Clarendon, Tex.; A. V. McQuiddy, Canadian, Tex.;
L. A. Machemehl, Bellville, Tex.: Hal L. Mangum, Eagle Pass, Tex.;
John Mackenzie, Denver, Colo,; T. B, Masterson, Truseott, Tex.; J. A.
Matthews, Albany, Tex.; C. M. Newman, El Paso, Tex.; T. M. Prle,
Longfellow, Tex,; W. D. Reynolds, jr., Kent, Tex.; D. H, Sayder, Colo-
rado, Tex. ; A. J. Swenson, Stramford, Tex. ; R. B. Thomas, Strawn, Tex, ;
1W. B, Warren, Hockley, Tex.; W. E. Weathersbee, Del Rio, Tex.; G. R.
White, Brady, Tex.; and F. 8. Wilson, Fort SBtockiton, Tex.

In addition to this opposition from the ecattlemen, the shoe
manufacturers are not in harmony as to the effect these rates
will have npon the industry. Sonre of them appear to realize
that to add $150,000,000 to the shoe bill of the Nation will not
tend to prove advantageous to the industry as a whole, as is
attested by the following letter from the International Shoe
Co., of 8t. Lonis:

S1. Lovis, Mo., April 2, 1930,
Hon. JouaN N, GARXNER,
ITouse of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

Dranr Sie: We understand that we are being quoted in Washington
as favoring the imposition of duties on leather and shoes and opposing
only a duty on hides. We beg permission to correct this misquotation.

We are unalterably oppoged to the proposed duties on hides, leather,
and shoes, holding them to be inimieal to the best interests of Ameri-
can consumers. While we might benefit temporarily from such duties,
we should prefer to be enabled to supply consumers with shoes at lowest
poseible prices.

We owe our past growth to thiz endeavor, and we contend that this
kind of growth, devoid of artificial stimulus, 1s economleally sound
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and therefore best for us and for the shoe and lcather industry in

the United States.
Yours very truly, IsTERNATIONAL Smor Co.,

Luwis B. JACESON.

P. 8.—We tan approximately 40,000 hides and skins weckly, and last

year manufactured 54,730,685 pairs of shoes,

Years ago when certain shoe manufacturers were endeavor-
ing to secure inclusion of similar rates in the McKinley bill,
James G. Blaine uttered this note of warning:

The ouly effect of a shoe tariff will be to protect the Republican Party
into speedy retirement.

This is as frue to-day as it was then, and the Republican
leaders know there is absolutely no justification for the in-
defensible rates they are granting a few manufacturers of shoes
and leather goods.

I desire to call the attention of the House to the following
figures furnished by the Tariff Commission to the members of
the conference committee, and yet, in face of the fact that the
Tariff Commission has made evident the injustice and dis-
crimination contained in these rates, they were agreed upon by
the majority members:

Rates of duty on leather necessary to compensats for a 10 per cent duty on hides, and excess
proteciion over and above compensalory duty giren in the tariff bill

3 Compen- Excess
Classification satory duty| daty given
Per
Bole leather. . __ N e S T c;né_! e “;.tl(i
Belting Joathee. - -0 o r il e e, 3.93 B.57
lBlarrleas h“hf"'"f'"ﬁéf' : 57 6.75
, case, and strap leather. sl £ 372 16. 28
Up ulﬁ!ﬂ? L e R L R 5.88 .41
Side upper leather .. _.__.__ = 10.10 4.8l
Patont aldé leathier . 5 - roii oo el Tan i R 6.04 8.06
Calf and kip opper Jeather_ ... . ... . 7.80 7.61

TO PROVIDE FOR SUMMARY PROSECUTION OF PETTY OFFENSES

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous con-
ggggr to extend my own remarks in the Recorp on the bill H. It

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WILLIAM E. HHULL. Mr. Speaker, it is my Dbelief that
a large percentage of the commissioners are incompetent of
holding court and decide as to a man’s guilt or innocence on
even petty offenses, because their selection has been made
always from a political standpoint.

If the judge is a Republican, he appoints Republican com-
missioners; if hie is a Democrat, he appoints Democrat commis-
sioners, and these men usunally are of the type who merely want
an office and are willing to hold that office for a very small com-
pensation, and they would not aceept this office if they were
competent of making a larger income, and I do not believe the
Congress of the United States should empower this type of men
to decide a man’s fate.

The sole claim in behalf of this bill is that it will relieve
congestion in the Federal courts. The difficulty is that it wholly
fails to accomplish this, its alleged purpose. By it the com-
missioners are not given any final authority, but on the con-
trary, a defendant can always take his case to the judge, or the
written testimony, and this will make the judge’s task longer
and harder, for it always takes a longer time to read testimony
than to hear it, Besides as good a result ean not be obtained
for the judge loses the invaluable benefit of seeing, hearing,
and jJudging the witness as to fairness, reliability, and honesty.
This is lost with no compensating advantage.

With the knowledge that I have of the type of men who are
holding these offices as commissioners, I can net conscientiously
vote for this bill.

WOODROW WILSOXN

Mr. CANFIELD. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp and include therein an oration
or Woodrow Wilson, the Philosopher, the Hducator, the States-
man, the Idealist, delivered on May 14, 1930, by George Samuel
Taggart at Hanover College, Hanover, Ind., located in the dis-
triet that I have the honor to represent.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tfleman from Indiana?

There was no objection.

The oration is as follows:

Upon the walls of the Congressional Library at Washington s
engruved the digested wisdom of the world, and over the cbief entrance,
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written almost in letters of lght, is this single sentence, embodying
the experience and lesson of the ages, * The foundation of every state
is the education of its youth.”

1 know not whose tongue first uttered, or whose pen first traced these
words, but long before the foundation of that great building was laid,
or its construction dreamed of, our fathers planted on the bleak coast
of Massachusetts a Commonwealth whose foundations were liberty and
learning, where every child was blessed with instruction and every man
was clothed with citizenship; where popular sovereignty rested on the
firm basis of popular education. Out of that almost divine educational
inspiration eame Harvard, Yale, Princeton, and our present vast and
complex educational institutions—both secular and religions—which have
given to us and to the world men of calm and clear judgment, broad
vision, and high ideals. Statesmen of keen and farseeing intellect, deep
sympathy, and noble charactér, Public men blessed with intense and
genuine patriotism, Numbered among this galaxy of great men was
Woodrow Wilson—the philosopher, the educator, the statesman, the
idealist.

Woodrow Wilson was born at Staunton, Va., 1856, of a God-fearing,
Scotch p-reantage, the possessor of a lineage claimed by only few Ameri-
enng. He grew from the frailty of youth to the strength of manhood
amidst those gentle and simple folk of the South, under the towering
pines of Georgia. At the age of 19 he entered Prineceton University,
and during four years of diligent study proved himself to be a student,
a leader of men, and a Christian gentleman. Upon graduation he was
summoned by the trustees of Wesleyan and later Princeton University
as an aetive professor. As a member of the faculty of these institutiona
he proved himself a political philosopher—noted for his calm judgment,
practical wisdom, sound and genuine scholarship.

Because of these qualities, Woodrow Wilson, in 1902, was called
to the presidency of his alina mater. As president of Princeton Uni-
versity he demonstrated to the world that he was a great liberal and
a progressive educator. Within the walls of Princeton he found that
edueation and student life were tyrannized over and blasted by an intel-
lectual aristocracy of professors and students; and by a couservative,
almost reactionary, policy of the trustees. Unable to break through
these barriers of caste and tradition, he appealed over the heads of
trustees and resisting professors to the public tribunal for a more
liberal, more democratic, and more progresgive American university life.

In 1910 fate summoned Wilson from the presidency of Princeton to
the Governorship of New Jersey. He entered that office with a feeling
that it was an adventure well worth his enthusiasm, his dignity, and
his principles. He concenfrated all his talents into the requirements
of his office, with serene confidence and firm conviction that a person
ghould give all that he has for the faithful performance of his duties as
a public servant. With this as the keynote of his actions he reformed
the election laws of New Jersey, authorized citics to adopt the com-
mission form of government, and sponsored a change in the corperation
laws. His every action exemplified that statesmanship of high ideals,
broad vision, and clear judgment.

Time had now prepared a stage for a stirring political drama, and in
1912 Roosevelt, Taft, and Wilson came together upon this stage to
fight through the bitterness of a presidential campaign. Party preju-
dice caused a separation between Roosevelt and Taft. Triumphantly
between them marched Woodrow Wilson to the greatest office in the
power of the American people to grant. .

Dramatic were the scenes of those eight troubled years wherein he
served the United States as its Chief Executive, and the experiences
of his presidential life did not yield him pleasure, or satisfaction. He
grasped the helm of office with the hand of a master. His disposi-
tion of business was orderly and rapid. His power of analysis and
his skill of classification enabled him to dispatch a vast mass of detall
with singular promptness and ease. Through a wise program of finan-
cial legislation he gave to us, upon his entrance into office, the Federal
reserve bill, which stabilized the ecomomic condition of the Nation,
and withheld us from the clutches of a financial panie.

In 1914, the ages of history were closed upon peace, and blackened
by that bloody conflict of steel, shot, and shell, which came forth from
the heart of Europe. Should America enter that conflict of nations?
Should America take up her flag and follow the rest of the world? Should
America place her national honor, power, and prestige against the
arrayed forces of autocracy? These were the questions in the minds
of all eivilized people. These were the questions answered by Wood-
row Wilson, when, in 1917, with patience and firmness he handled
Ameriea’s entrance into that war, refusing to act until he had the
backing of a united country. When finally in, he made it clear that
Ameriea’s purpose in this conilict of nations was to promote the cause
of liberty—to make the world safe for democracy, Through 18 months
we sacrificed the youth of our manhood and the wealth of our Nation
in that struggle against the Triple Alliance, which was laying pros-
trate before it the peoples of ancient Europe.

At last the goal was near, the cause was won, the deadly conflict had
eeased. The treaty of Versailles summoned our war President to Paris,
and his reward was a treaty that reflected the anger of nations rather
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than the forgiveness of peace makers. With a heavy heart and a break-
ing physique he journeyed home—defeated.

A broken figure disappears alone

Down the dark roadway of the overthrown ;

Yet Is there time ere fades the twilight chill
For one more volley ! Husten, ye who will,

To seize on stick and shard, and hurl them after
The bent wayfarer! All your taunting laughter
Will fall unanswered ; naught will he hurl back
Who plods in silence down the fated track,

Justice to the dead, the highest obligation that devolves upon the
living, demands the declaration that in all his dealings with the prob-
lems of treaty and future world peace the President was content in
mind, justified in his conscience, immovahle in his conclusions.

In truth we could say that Woodrow Wilson submitted his case when
he left the White ITouse in 1921. During the remaining years of his
life he was doomed to weary wecks of torture and silence, but there
was still life epough in that good friend of peace, and his high ambi-
tion commanded him fo become the lover of all mankind. His idealism,
that gripped the heart of humanity, secured for him not only a scholar's
grave, a warrior's grave, a statesman’s grave, but also the grave of a
friend of peace and righteousness and humanity. In public utterance
and world action Woodrow Wilson never knew surrender; yet the hour
of one surrender must come to all, and dramatic as were the scenes
of his troubled life so were those at his death. With unfaltering
tenderness he took leave of life. With simple resigpation he bowed
to the divine decree. On his record he was willing to depart to eternity,
leaving it to the followers who survived to carry on the battle for whieh
he gave his life,

Let us remember that George Washington was instrumental in the
foundation of this Republic: that Abraham Lineoln preserved the Union
and molded the several States into a single sovereignty; but amid the
carnage of the last international conflict, while other statesmen of the
world were dreaming of imperialism, national power, and territorial
aggrandizement at the expense of their victims, Woodrow Wilson was
formulating a plan by which the whole world might be saved from self-
destruction, military autoeracy, and in which permanent peace, inter-
national justice, and the brotherhood of mankind should reign supreme.

Woodrow Wilson tried to do something which is beyond the power of
any single person. He tried to correct all the ills of foreign statecraft,
accumulated in centuries and sharpened by national instinets and ani-
mosities, He could not, and no one person could come down from a
mountain top and give laws to all the people. Men say he failed. Ie
failed not. We are the ones who failed. America failed, the America
which, if it had stood by him as he stood for America, might have made
him the immediate victor over every European conspiracy and Ameriean
cabal. We failed, and we failed because we, his fellow Amerieans, were
unequal to his vision ; because we did not rise together to the mountain
heights to which he summoned, to whieh he challenged. History will
not forget his name. God give it that history will compassionately
embalm in oblivion the names and the deeds of those who, to punish
¥our and my leader, the hope bringer of bumanity, struck him down
and broke the heart of the world.

Whether we record that failure to Wilson or to America, we shall
never forget that he personified America. He gave utterance to the
aspirations of humanity which held the attention of all the earth and
made America a new and enlarged influence in the destiny of mankind.
By his magic appeal to the deepest sensibilities of all human life, which
were given the wings of the morning by the unprecedented propaganda

of the Allies, Wilson principles quickly spread to the uttermost parts

of the earth. There the innate vitality of the -ideals cansed them to
take root and to grow. As no other wholly human man has ever done
before, Woodrow Wilson volced the basic instincts and desires of the
race.

The impress he left upon American thinking will continue to be felt
in the hearts of his countrymen forever. His life of tremendous sig-
pificance will never fade from the memory of posterity. His work
will never be lost to the stirred emotions of mankind. He died, sur-
rounded by loved ones and sympathetic friends. Gently, silently, the
love of a great people bore the pale sufferer to his final resting place
in 8t. Alban’s Cathedral. But let us think that his dying eyes read a
mystic meaning which only the rapt and parting soul may know. Let
us believe that in the silence of the receding world he heard the great
waves breaking on a farther shore and felt already upon his wasted
brow the breath of the eternal morning.

CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY POSTS

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr, Speaker, when we were forced to sus-
pend we were considering the bill H. R. 11045. I now yield to
the gentleman from New York [Mr. TaAsen].

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from
Pennsylvania if I am correct in understanding that the Con-
gress has already accepted this field, and that this bill is neces-
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sary only on account of a defect in the title? This iz already
in the property?

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes.

Mr. BARBOUR. That is the only reason for the enactment
of this bill?

Mr. RANSLEY, Yes.

Mr. TABER. It is not doing something new? It is simply
correcting a technicality?
Mr. RANSLEY. Yes.

Mr. HILL of Alabama.

Mr. RANSLEY. Yes,

The bill was ordered fo be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Raxsrtey, a motion to reconsider the last
vote wasg laid on the table.

VETERINARY C(ORPS OF THE REGULAR ARMY

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs to call up the bill H. R. 2755. -
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it by title.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 2755) to increase the efficiency of the Veterinary Corps
of the Regular Army.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered in the House as in Commiitee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it eracted, cte., That for purpeses of promotion, longevity pay,
and retirement there shall be credited to officers of the Veterinary Corps
all full-time service rendered by them as veterinarians in the Quarter-
master Department, Cavalry, or Field Artillery prior to June 3, 1018,

Bee. 2. The provisions of this act shall become effective upon its
passage, and all laws and parts of laws which are inconsistent here-
with or are in conflict with any of the provisions hereof are hereby
repealed as of that date.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last
word.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr, Speaker, T am advised that this whole
matter is covered by section 10 of the national defense act,
which provides that officers of the Veterinary Corps shall be
governed by the act of June 3, 1916,

Mr. RANSLEY. I think the gentleman will find that that
is for the Cavalry and Field Artillery. The present bill covers
only the Quartermaster Corps, to extend to the Quartermaster

It is just to correct a technicality.

Corps.

Mr. TABER.
defense act?

Mr. RANSLEY. No,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table,

GUILFORD COURTHOUSE NATIONAL MILITARY PARK

Mr. RANSLEY, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 7496,
The SPEAKER. “The Clerk will report the bill by title.
The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 7496) making an appropriation for improvements at
the Guilford Courthouse National Military Park.

Mr. RANSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
have the bill econsidered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania?

There was no uhject on,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will lerl()lt the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $50,000 is hereby authorized to
be appropriated, to be expended uunder the direction of the Secretary
of War In the erection of a home for the superintendent, for the pur-
chase of additional land, surfacing of ronds, and all other necessary
improvements at Guilford Courthouse Nationmal Military Park estab-
lished by act of Congress approved March 2, 1917,

With committee amendments as follows:

'age 1, line 3, after the figures * §50,000,” fnsert the words “or so
much thereof as may be necessary.”

On page 1, line 5, after the word * war,” strike out the words “in
the erection of a home for the superintendent.”

And section 2 was not included in the national
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On page 1, lne 7, after the word “of " at the beginning of the line,
insert the word * necessary.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to thc com-
mittee amendments,

The committee amendments were agreed to.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr, Speaker, I offer a committee amend-
ment,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Star-
rorD] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Ar. STarrorp for the committee: Page 1, line 3, strike
out * $50,000 " and insert in lieu thereof * 830,000,

Mr. TABER. Mr, Speaker, it is my understanding that this
bill is absolutely unnecessary; that the authority already exists,
in view of the fact that this is an established military park
and there are appropriations for additional lands and improve-
ments within the park. Personally it seems to me, in view of
that situation, the bill should not be taken up.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Speaker, it is our understanding from
the report of the War Department and from the reports that
have come to the gentleman representing that distriet, the dis-
tinguished Major Stepmaxw, that this authority will have to be
conferred in order to aceomplish the desirable result.

I suppose the gentlemen have noticed from the report that it
is proposed to celebrate the sequicentennial of this very impor-
tant battle of the Revolutionary War on the 15th of March,
1931. The nature of the soil is such that at that season of the
year, after the winter rains and the melting of the snow, they
can not get about over that battle field unless these roads are
surfaced with some sort of cheap surfacing at least

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN, T yield.

Mr. BARBOUR. In the report of the Secretary of War it is
stated that—

Sections 8 and 5 of the act of March 2, 1917, give the Secretary of
War ample authority to nequire additional land, repair the roads, and
to make such other improvements at the park as may be necessary.

He says further:
Suitable gquarters already exist for the foreman.
Then his report concludes with these words:

In view of the facts outlined above, disapproval of the bill is recom-
mended.

If authority already exists for the doing of all these things,
and the War Department disapproves of this particular bill,
and there is no necessity for passing the bill anyway, why
encumber the statutes?

Mr, McSWAIN, Of course, I am not the sponsor of the bill,
but I assume that the gentleman has exhausted all of his reme-
dies outside of special authority and has found that the Bureau
of the Budget or somebody would not make the recommendation
due to the absence of authority.

Mr. BARBOUR. This is not an effort or attempt to force
the hand of the Budget, is it?

Mr. McSWAIN. I do not know that it is. It can not be
done.

Mr, BARBOUR. This is not the way to handle it. The Guil-
ford Courthouse Natiomal Park is an established national mili-
tary park. The Committee on Military Affairs brought in a bill
authorizing the creation of that park, and the bill was passed
by the House and appropriations have been made. Our com-
mittee has been told that the necessary amount to establish and
create that park has been appropriated. There is an appropria-
tion this year for an amount for maintenance and upkeep.
Here is an appropriation to acquire additional lands, to im-
prove roads, and fo do other things there, all of which is
authorized in the original act creating the park. Then, in addi-
tion to that, $50,000 is authorized to be appropriated for this,
and it seems to me it is going farther than is necessary, and
farther than in good judgment we should go.

Mr. McSWAIN. The gentleman will realize that $50,000 was
in contemplation of the project to build a new house, That has
been stricken out by the committee and the amount has been
reduced proportionately to $£30,000, which is estimated to be the
cost of buying some additional land near the entrance, which
is desirable because of its historic association, and to have some
sort of cheap surfacing, like gravel and tar, on these roads.

Mr. BARBOUR. The Secrefary of War says he has ample
authority now to do’ that,

Mr. McSWAIN. But the Secretary of War can not pass upon
the rules of the Iouse with reference o the authority. If this
bill fails and your commitiee should bring in a proposed appro-
priation and some one should make a point of ovder, it would
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avail us very little to say that the Secretary of War said it
was not necessary.

Mr. BARBOUR. No; it would not be subject to a point of
order on that ground, because the authority for the appropria-
tion exists in the act of March 2, 1917.

Mr. WUORZBACH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McSWAIN. I yield.

Mr., WURZBACH. Although it may be a fact that the Sec-
retary of War has general authority under the act to which the
gentleman has referred—

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five additional minutes,

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. BARBOUR. I yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. WURZBACH. As I stated, although the Secretary of
War has general authorization fo do the thing that is sought to
be done in this bill, the purpose of this bill is to direct the Sec-
retary of War to make the particular expenditure mentioned in
this bill. Otherwise the Secretary of War may not exercise
the authority which he has. I think that is the real purpose of
this bill.

Mr. BARBOUR. Why repeat the act which we have already
passed, which is ample and sufficient in every way to authorize
this? This matter ought to go to the Committee on Appropria-
tions in the regular way, with estimates from the Bureau of the
Budget, and be considered as any authorized appropriation is
considered. The only purpose that I can see in this action is to
indicate to the Bureau of the Budget that it should do something
that it has not yet been willing to do.

Mr. WURZBACH. Well, to suggest to the Bureau of the
Budget or to the Appropriations Committee.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I yield.

Mr. DOUGHTON. It is possible that the Secretary of War
has authority under existing law to do the work which is
mentioned in this bill, but it has not been provided for. They
have not been able, so far, to get the relief desired. Of
course, it is not an effort to combat the Budget, but this bill
was introduced by Major SteomaN. I would not ask its con-
sideration as a matter of sentiment, but in all probability it is
the last legislative act of his life. It iz right at his home, in
the suburbs of Greensboro, N, C. The sesquicentennial is to
be held om the 15th of Mareh, 1931, to celebrate the important
Battle of Guilford Courthouse,

. Mr. BARBOUR. Is it going to take $50,000 to celebrate the
Battle of Guilford Courthouse?

Mr. DOUGHTON. There is a commitiee amendment reduc-
ing it to $30,000. The roads are only surfaced with top soil,
and they are not adequate to take care of the necessary require-
ments for holding that sesquicentennial.

Mr. BARBOUR. But does not the gentleman from North
Carolina agree that the Secretary of War now has all of the
authority with relation to this project that he could possibly
have if this bill were passed?

Mr. DOUGHTON. Possibly he has; but this bill was intro-
duced and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. A
subcommittee was appointed, headed by the gentlewoman from
California [Mrs. Kaa~]. That subcommittee gave the matter
careful consideration, and then it was favorably reported by the
full committee, I hope the gentleman will let this bill pass,
because the amount carried is only a bagatelle. I will say to
my colleague that Major StEpMmAN, the author of the bill, is
unable to be here, and probably he will never be here to present
any other legislative matter. While it is a meritorions matter,
there is some sentiment conneeted with it.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr, McSWAIN, Mr, Speaker, I offer an amendment in the
nature of a substitute.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. McSwaix: In line 3, strike out *sum of
$50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.”

In line 4, strike out * be appropriated, to be.”

In line 5, strike out the words * expended under the direction of the
Becretary of War In the erection of a home for the superintendent.”

So that the bill will read:

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to expend such sum
a8 may hereafter be appropriated for the purchase of necessary addi-
tional land, surfacing of roads, and all other necessary improvements
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at Guilford Courthouse National Military Park, established by act
of Congress approved March 2, 1917,

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

ACQUISITION OF LAND FOR AERTAL BOMBING RANGE PURPOSES AT
KELLY FIELD, TEX,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs I call up House bill 12263, to author-
ize the acquisition of 1,000 acres of land, more or less, for aerial
bombing range purposes at Kelly Field, Tex., and in settlement
of certain damage claims, and I ask unanimous consent that
%J‘% :Jill be considered in the House as in Committee of the

ole.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up a
bill, which the Clerk will report by title,

The Clerk read the title of the bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent that the bill be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized to acquire by eondemnation the fee title to 1,000 acres of
land, more or less, situate in Bexar County, State of Texas, for aerial
bombing range purposes at Kelly Field, and thus settle certain damage
claims, and the Attorney General is hereby directed to institute con-
demnation proceedings for that purpose.

8eC. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated such sum as
may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this aet.

With the following committee amendments:

In line 4, on page 1, strike cut the word “ condemnation ™ and insert
*“ purchase for a sum not excesding $80,000."

In line 8, after the word “ and,” ingert the words “ failing to acquire
the same within this limit of cost.”

Page 2, line 1, strike out the word “that™ and insert the word
i the-?l

Page 2, line 2, insert after the word “ purpose” the words “of
acquiring said land.”

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. WurzBacH], the author of the bill.

Mr. TABER. I would like to ask a few questions. What is
the necessity for this addition to Kelly Field?

Mr. WURZBACH. Well, it is an absolute necessity, as stated
by the Secretary of War and by the Chief of the Air Service.
As a matter of fact, this land has been used by the Government
for that purpose under a lease and renewals of leases since
early in 1923. The last lease expired in September, 1926. In
each one of the leases this provision was carried:

And the Government shall before the expiration of this lease or re-
newal thereof restore the premises to a normal condition, as at the
time of entering upon the same under this lease, and shall remove all
unexploded shells or bombs,

This land was used for two or three years as a bombing
field. The gentleman, I am sure, knows that at Kelly Field
and at San Antonio the Army has probably the greatest con-
centration of military aviation in the United States, and mani-
festly they are required to have land for bombing purposes.
These 1,000 acres of land have a great many buried duds and
unexploded bombs. As a matter of fact, a number of indi-
viduals have been very severely injured by picking up these
bombs. I happen to have before me a clipping from a San
Antonio paper showing where a soldier, a resident of Oklahoma,
who was stationed at Kelly Field, in passing over this land
picked up one of these bombs, not knowing what it was, and
was severely injured and later died from his injuries.

Mr. TABER. How much land have we altogether at this
field, land which the Government now owns?

Mr. WURZBACH. The gentleman means at Kelly Field?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr, WURZBACH. I think they have about 1,700 acres of
land.

Mr. TABER. Is not that enough to meet the situation?

Mr. WURZBACH. Oh, no. That land is occupied with the
barracks and hangars, and it is used for landing purposes and
other purposes, including training of cadets. It could not be
used for bombing purposes. Such a use would be absolutely
impossible. I was just going to state that under the written
contract made with the lessors of this property, the present
owners—the Government—could be required to specifically per-
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Mr. TABER. What about the value of this land?

Mr. WURZBACH. I think the land is worth about $150 an
acre. I stated to the committee when we had hearings I did
not think it would be possible to purchase the land at $80
an acre, and therefore it was provided that the land should be
acquired in condemnation proceedings, if it could not be ac-
quired by purchase,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Did the gentleman say it was a soldier
who picked up a bomb and commenced monkeying with it?

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes; and I have a clipping from the
newspaper here giving the details. 2

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If he had served in my command I
would have eourt-martialed him. That boy must have been
well frained as a soldier.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 did not think the gentleman from New
York was such a severe and cruel diseiplinarian.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. A soldier picking up a bomb and playing
with it!

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired, :

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I rise in opposition to the
committee amendment.

I am sure the land leased by the Government for a bombing
field is not good agricultural or valuable land, because that is
not the kind of land that any prudent person would go out
and lease for that purpose.

Mr. WURZBACH. By my silence, I do not mean to agree
that this is not good agricultural land.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am not going to commit the gentle-
man by his silence.

Land for this purpose does not have to be graded like an
aviation field, The gentleman will concede that.

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The purpose is to fly over it and drop
bombs on a farget. I am not an expert on land values in the
State of Texas, and far be it from me to underrate the value
of the lands, but I submit that a comparison of the prices paid
for land for this purpose or the kind of land that is usually
acquired for target ranges is not land valued at $80 an acre.

I am not comparing it with values in Manhattan where we
buy by the foof, but $80 an acre, I submit to all my friends
coming from rural districts, is high for land when it is pur-
chased as acreage; and, certainly, if it is worth that much,
we should not have a bombing field there.

Mr. STAFFORD. The bombing field is established there,
if the gentleman will permit, and we are seeking to make it
available and more serviceable by acquiring adjoining lands.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand that, but I think the price is
too high.

Mr, STAFFORD. The gentleman may qualify as a city indus-
trialist, but, certainly, he can not qualify as an agriculturist
when he says that $80 an acre for land in these parts is high,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Then permit me to say that if the land
is worth $80 an acre we should not buy that kind of land for a
bombing field.

Mr. STAFFORD. But we have established there certain
valuable buildings——

" Mr. LAGUARDIA. Not on this field.

Mr. WURZBACH. Not on this land, but at Kelly Field.

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; at Kelly Field, and this land is tribu-
tary and most essential for the use of Kelly Field.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will
permit, a bombing field does not have to be adjacent to the
aviation field. I went through a bombing school, and we flew
about 30 or 40 minutes from the aviation field where we were
stationed before we reached the bombing field. It was way off,
by and of itself, on the kind of land that is not valuable. So
there is no strength in the gentleman's argoment when he says
it is close or adjacent to Kelly Field. That is not necessary.
The purpose of a bombing field is"simply to have a field where
markers or targets or objectives can be located and send the
planes there to practice bombing where they will not injure any-
one or any property. So there is one of two arguments that can
be made. Either this land is not worth $80 an acre, but if yon
say it is worth $80 an acre, I will accept your views and then
say that we should not buy that kind of land for bombing
purposes,

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield.

Mr. BARBOUR. If it is necessary to buy $80-per-acre land
for a bombing field at Kelly Field in Texas, then is not that an
indication that a mistake was made in locating the bombing
field where such expensive land is necessary?
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form its contract, namely, to remove the unexploded bombs,
and it was stated before our committee—and we had very com-
plete hearings—it is impossible to remove them.

JUNE b

Mr. LAGUARDIA, The gentleman is correct. The gentleman
Will recall that not only in the discussion of the 5-year program
but right after the war, when the whole question of aviation
was a live one here in the House, the one justification for the
establishment of Kelly Field, aside from the favorable topog-
raphy of the land, was that land was inexpensive down there
and we could get as much land as we wanted.

AMr, WURZBACH. When was that representation made?
That has never been given as one of the considerations in the
selection of that site as a flying field, so far as I know ; and I
think the gentleman is surmising when he makes that statement.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, I served on the Military Affairs Com-
mittee right after the war.

Mr, WURZBACH. Let me say to the gentleman that it does
not make a great deal of difference so far as the merits of this
case are concerned——

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
speak for five minutes more.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WURZBACH. As to whether this land was properly se-
lected or whether the land is too valuable; the truth of it is—
and this is not confroverted—the Government now, under its
written contract of lease, is obligated to the present owners of
the land in damages equal to the actual value of the land, so
that if the Government does not avail itself of the opportunity
to purchase this land at a falr price, to be determined in con-
demnation proceedings, these parties will bring suit in the
Court of Claims. They are already talking of doing this, and,
in fact, a lawyer here in Washington is ready to bring a suit
in the Court of Claims. I want to put the gentleman on notice
as to what may happen. I have, of course, no personal interest
in the passage of this bill. If this land is not taken for this
purpose, under the bill the claimants, under their written guar-
anty that this land would be returned to them in the same
condition that it was in——

Mr. BARBOUR. Was that guaranty authorized by act of
Congress?

Mr. WURZBACH. Let me finish my statement. They will
necessarily in the Court of Claims recover damages against the
Government, and the measure of damages, of course, would be
the difference between the value of the land as it would be
without buried bombs and the value of the land with buried
bombs,

No one could purchase this land, no one could use this land
except the Government for this particular purpose, namely, as
a bombing field. So what would be the inevitable result? The
claimants would recover the same amount of damages that the
Government might purchase the land for under this bill,

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield? Does the gentle-
man know how much the Government paid for the 1,700 acres
originally acquired?

Mr. WURZBACH. No; that was a number of years ago.
but I am quite certain that they paid at least $150 an acre.
This land is quite close to the city of San Antonio.

Mr. TABER. It seems to me it is a pertinent inquiry as to
how much the other land cost.

Mr. WURZBACH. The gentleman loses sight of the fact
that San Antonio is a city of over 250,000 inhabitants, and
Kelly Field is very close to the city limits.

Mr. TABER. How close?

Mr. WURZBACH. There are houses within a quarter of a
mile—the city is moving in that direction.

Mr, TABER. In the direction of Kelly Field?

Mr, WURZBACH. No; the bombing field is on the opposite
gide of Kelly Field from the city.

Mr. BARBOUR. It seems to me that there are so many other
fields in the country where land could be acquired for less
money than this, that this is an extravagance.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman realize the conditions
that prevail here whereby the land was leased to the Govern-
ment, and under the conditions of the lease the Iand should be
returned in the same condition as when leased? Now there are
claims against the Government, which it is represented by the
War Department may equnal, if not exceed, the value of the
land. We think it is a good proposition to wipe out the claim
for damages, take the land, become free of any lawsuit, and
thereby have the land for nothing.

If there was not the liability of the Government arising out
of this contract of lease and the return of the land in the same
condition, we might take a different position. But we have a
proposition where the land is charged with the liability of the
Government to take the land at a fair value—and we have
safeguarded the interests of the Government in the committee.
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We were advised that we could not get the land for $80,000,
and we sought a bill authorizing the Government to purchase
it at that price, and if they do not accept that price, then we
could go to condemnation.

Mr. BARBOUR. But suppose we condemn it and they fix the
price at $100 an acre?

Mr. STAFFORD, Then we will have to pay for it. But we
have done all we can in committee to safeguard the interests
of the Government.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last
word.

Mr, LAGUARDIA., Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARBOUR. I yield.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I want to ask a question. The only claim
for damages now presented are by the owners of this land. °

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. And there are no individual claims?

AMr. WURZBACH. I do not think that by any action of the
committee we could foreclose any equitable claim that may
arise from injuries to individuals.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, we might provide that it is in full
for all damage claims arising from the use of the land by the
War Department. In other words, if the inducement for the
legislation and the appropriation of $80,000 is to wipe out all
claims, let us say so.

Mr. STAFFORD. That is the purpose of the bill. Let me
read an extract from the late Secretary of War, Mr. Good. He
says:

These damage ec¢laims received the consideration of two separate
boards under the jurisdiction of this department, and said boards are in
accord in finding that by reason of the failure of the United States to
remove all unexploded bombs and shells prior to relinquishing possession
the lands have become unsaleable and their possession undesirable, all
to the damage of the owners; that the cost of clearing the lands of the
bombs would exceed their fair marketable value if in their normal con-
dition on September 30, 1926; that the restoration of said lands to
their normal condition would be impracticable and could not be accom-
plished without great danger to life or limb; and lastly, that In view of
such conditions the lands should be purchased by the United States.
Both of the claims filed, however, were found by said boards to be
excessive in the amounts of damages claimed, and the result is that sat-
isfactory settlements can not be made with the owners.

We have safegunarded the interests of the Government in
every way. The purpose of it is to wipe out the liability the
Government has by reason of the contract of lease which we
entered into for war purposes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman from Wisconsin is a care-
ful legislator, and 1 am sure that he will agree with me that
it is not very efficient and intelligent work upon the part of
the War Department to place itself in such a position. Soldiers
may not know anything about real estate, but they ought to
know something about explosives, and knowing something about
explosives they should have gone to a bombing field where they
would not be confronted at the end of the lease with such a
condition.

Mr. STAFFORD. But a condition now confronts the Con-
gress in this matter and we are now frying to safeguard the
interest of the Government. I do not think there can be any
question that we are.

Mr., LAGUARDIA.
ciently broad?

. Mr. STAFFORD. I think so. It is only connected with this
one matter. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask for a vote on the committee
amendments.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendments,

The commitiee amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table,

VYOCATIONAL REHABILITATION

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the conference report
upon the bill (H. R. 10175) to amend an act entitled “An act
providing for the promotion of vocational rehabilitation of per-
sons disabled in industry, and otherwise, and their return to
civil employment,” approved June 2, 1920, as amended, and ask
unanimous consent that the statement be read in lien of the
report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the conference
report upon the bill H. R, 10175, and asks unanimous consent

Is the phrase “certain damages™ suffi-
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that the statement be read in lien of the report. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

The conference report and statement are as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amerdments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
10175) to amend an act entitled *An act to provide for the pro-
motion of vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in indus-
try or otherwise and their return to civil employment,” approved
June 2, 1920, as amended, having met, after full and free confer-
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their
respective Houses as follows:

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the mafter proposed to be
inserted by the Senate amendment insert “$80,000”; and the
Senate agree to the same,

Danter A. REED,

E. Harr FENN,

Lorine M. Bracx, Jr.,
Managers on the part of the House,

Jessg H. METCALF,

James CoUZENS,

Davip I. WaALSH,
Managers on the part of the Senate,

BTATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10175) to amend an act entitled
“An gct to provide for the promotion of voeational rehabilita-
tion of persons disabled in industry or otherwise and their re-
turn to civil employment,” approved June 2, 1920, as amended,
submit the following written statement in explanation of the
effect of the action agreed upon by the conferees and recom-
mended in the accompanying conference report:

On amendment No. 1: The Senate amendment proposes that
alloiments of funds unused by the States should be reallotted
to other States where funds were available; and the House
recedes.

On amendment No, 2: The House bill increased the authoriza-
tion for appropriation for administrative and other expenses of
the Federal board from $75,000 to $100,000. The Senate amend-
ment reduced the amount to $75,000; and the House recedes
with an amendment increasing the amount to $80,000 to provide
for salary increases under the Welch Act of 1928,

DanierL A. REED,

H. Harr FENN,

Lorine M. Brack, Jr.,
Managers on the part of the House,

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con-
ference report.
The conference report was agreed to.

ONE HUNDEED AND TWENTY-FIFTH ANNIVERBARY OF AMERICAN
INDEPENDENCE

The SPEAKER. Under authority of House Concurrent Reso-
lution 28, the Chair appoints the following committee to repre-
sent the House of Representatives at the one hundred and
twenty-fifth anniversary of the celebration of American in-
dependence by the Lewis and Clark expedifion, which the Clerk
will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. HooPER, Mr. THURSTON, Mr., HiLL of Washington.

LOAN OF AERONAUTICAL EQUIPMENT BY WAR DEPARTMENT

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee
on Military Affairs I call up the bill (H. R. 1420) to authorize
the Secretary of War to loan aeronautical equipment and mate-
rial for purposes of research and experimentation.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the
bill H. R. 1420, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacied, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby,
authorized to loan, under regulations to be prescribed by the President
and without cost to the Unlted States, such articles of aeronautieal
equipment or material as may be available and as are not obtainable as
commercial articles in the open market, to American manufacturers or
designers of aireraft or others engaged in research work in connection
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with aeronautics for the purpose of assisting in the development of
aeronautics, and the Seeretary of War ghall require in each ease from
every manufacturer, institution, or person a bond In the value of the
property issued for the care, safe-keeping, and return thereof in good
order to the United States when required.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I yield now to the gentleman
from New York [Mr. WAINwWRIGHT].

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. My, Speaker, this is a bill which is
asked for by the Air Service of the Army and comes here with
the recommendation of the Secretary of War. The purpose of
the bill is to enable the Secretary of War to lend to manufac-
turers and inventors in connection with the development of
aviation noncommercial material which the War Department
may have on hand, the interest of the Government being safe-
guarded by requiring that a proper bond shall be given. The
Judge Advocate General has decided that whereas to-day where
there is an actual contract in existence with a manufacturer the
War Departinent may furnish him with any such equipment as
a model to assist him in the execution of hiz contract that ecan
not be done generally to assist inventors or to promote the de-
velopment of aeronautical equipment.

The purpose of the bill ean best be expressed by reading a

“brief extract from a letter signed by the late Secretary of War,
James W. Good, while he was Secretary of War:

It [the bill] will authorize the Secretary of War in his discretion and
under regulations prescribed by him, and without cost to the Govern-
ment, to loan to American manufacturers, designers, and others engaged
in the work of development of aeronautics, suitable aeronautical equip-
ment or material to further the purposes of such research or experi-
mentation.

The passage of this act is favored because it will foster research in
aeronautics by extension of facilities to independent experimenters,
There are no apparent reasons against enactment of this legislation.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes.

M. TABER. I have had this question raised in respect to
this, Mr. Speaker: What will hinder the department from buy-

ing material with the specific object in view of turning the same

over to the industry?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that that
is almost too grotesque an assumption to require an answer.
It seems to me that responsible officers of the War Department
and the Air Service might be trusted not to engage in any such
practice as that indicated by the gentleman from New York.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., I am sure my colleague would not have
asked this question had we not listened to a justification for
buying land worth $80 an acre and bombing it.

Mr. TABER. Is the bill open for amendment?

Mr. STAFFORD. It is not, but I yield to the gentleman for
a suggestion of an amendment,

Mr. TABER. 1 suggest that an amendment be adopted after
the word * available,” in line 6, by inserting the words * which
has not been purchased for that purpose.”

Mr. STAFFORD. My, Speaker, in the interest of expedition,
I shall offer that amendment, but I can not see the need of it.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. STarrorD: Page 1, line 6, after the word
“avallable,” insert “and which has not been purchased for that
purpose.” 3

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hoorer). The question is
on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin,

The amendment was agreed to,

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed
was laid on the table. ,

PURCHABE OF LAND ADJOINING FORT BLISS, TEX.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Commit-
tee on Military Affairs, I call up the bill H. R. 2030.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill
by title.

yThe Clerk read as follows:

A bl (H. R. 2030) to authorize an appropriation for the purchase of
land adjoining Fort Bliss, Tex,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

Mr. TABER. I think we ought to go into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union. I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard.
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Mr. STAFFORD. The Chair understands, of course, that
the House automatically goes into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes; the Chair so understands.
The House automatically resolves itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill H. R. 2030. The gentleman from Montana [Mr.
Leavrrr] will please take the chair.

Thereupon the House resolved itself into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill H. R. 2030, with Mr. LEavirr in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the
bill H. R. 2030, which the Clerk will report by title.

The title was again read.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McFaAppEN] may
have 10 minutes to speak, out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. McFADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I am indebted to the mem-
bers of the Committee on Military Affairs for their courtesy
in granting me this time,

Mr. Thomas W, Lamont is quoted by the New York Sun of
June 2, 1930, as stating before an assembly of the Academy of
Political Science at the Hotel Astor that—

Chairman McFAppEX of the House Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency had made * unfounded and unjost accusations” against Germany
in connection with the Young plan of reparations.

The Sun further states [quoting]:

He represented Mr. McFADDEX'S statement that Germany went beyond
the law in accepting the obligations under the new plan and that the
late Herr Stresemann had declared that Germany could mot fulfill the
obligations, ;

I am astonished that Mr. Lamont should raise the question of
good faith at this late date.

Mr. Lamont is laboring under an illusion. Mr, McFippEN
in none of his speeches charged the present German Government
or the German people themselves with bad faith, nor did he
state in any of his addresses that “Germany went beyond the
law.” What Mr, McFappex did say was to quote Herr Strese-
mann in a speech delivered by him before the Reichstag on June
24, 1929, with which the investing public of the United States
are thoroughly familiar,

This statement was printed in the London Times of June 25,
1929, on page 16, first column. I have it here [displaying file
of the London Times]. I have here also a copy of the official
record of the proceedings in the German Reichstag of June 20,
1929. The statement of Herr Stresemann appears in that copy,
and these are the exact words that I quoted in the previous
speech to which Mr. Lamont referred, and I now repeat them
and say that they are identical with the statement I referred
to in the London Times, and they are from the proceedings in
the German Reichstag on that date. This is what Herr Strese-
mann then said :

Do you think that any member of the Government regards the Young
plan gs ideal? Do you believe that any individual can give a guaranty .
for its fulfillment? Do you believe that anybody in the world expects
such a guaranty from us? The plan would only represent, in the first
plice, a settlement for the coming decade. The point is whether it
loosens the shackles which fetter us and lightens the burdens which
we have yet to fulfill,

And what Mr. McFappeN further said was that the repara-
tions bonds, having grown out of the illegal clauses in the
armistice upon which the illegal clauses in the treaty of Ver-
sailles rest, and from which the German Reparations Commis-
sion, as well as the present Bank for International Settlements,
derived their authority, constituted an illegal barrier to the
commercialization of the present bonds which the American
public are now requested to purchase,

What is generally understood by all international lawyers,
and in which I thoroughly concur, is that the only forum in
which a purchaser of these bonds could recover, in the event of
the failure or impossibility on the part of the German people
keeping up their payments and thus defaulting upon the pay-
ment of prinecipal and interest would be in a German court in
which the principles of German law would be applied, and even
if the German courts were persuaded to adopt the law of nations
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as a guide in their ruling upon the question, it would still be
impossible for any German court to decide otherwise than that
the bonds were a result of duress and bad faith on the part of
the Allies in the armistice and all its subsequent dictating
policies and instrumentalities which brings these bonds now
into the markets of the world. Therefore it is not a question
of the bad faith of Germany at all but the guestion of bad
faith on the part of the Allies which lies at the base of these
bonds and entirely destroys their validity in any court of inter-
national law, even if the rules thereof be applied in the local
eourts of Germany.

By referring to the dispatech from Paris in the New York
Times of June 3 by Carlisle MacDonald, it will be noted that
already efforts are being made for some arrangement by the
bankers with the authorities in Germany to overcome the mani-
fest illegality of the bonds now offered, and that so far nothing
satisfactory has been invented to overcome this difficulty.

Mr. Lamont can not, by misquoting me, nor by his present
attempt to appear sympathetic with the German people, reverse
his previous attitude and place the burden upon others of prov-
ing the Allies innocent in forcing Germany to submit to terms
and thus issue bonds which, under the law of nations and the
common promptings of humanity, should never have been done.
1t is up to Mr. Lamont to excuse his previous attitude and to
show conclusively by legal authority that the bonds he now
seeks to market in this country are at least capable of being
recommended by lawyers of repute, Common honesty demands
this at least.

Now, particularly this paragraph in the New York Times
report is significant; it says: :

The matter of the price of the bonds in the various markets is still
being worked out, but there are indications that American Investors
will have the opportunity of purchasing them at a very attractive price.
One suggestion is that the price will be around 85 or 86, to yield
nearly 61 per cent. That the American price will be approximately
at this figure is borne out by the dispatches from Washington published
here to-day to the effect that the State Department bhas given its
informal consent to the flotation in American of *“ one third of the loan,”
or $100,000,000. Previous estimates of the American share have fixed
the amount at $85,000,000, bot when this was pointed out in respon-
gible American banking quarters it was explained that if the American
issue price was around 85 it would be necessary to sell $100,000,000
worth of bonds to complete the American allotment of $85,000,000.

To quote further, and this is significant:

It will be recalled that one of the main problems inberited by the com-
mittee of four was the delicate question of the services of two portions
of the loan; that is to say, the $200,000,000 destined for the allied
treasuries and guaranteed as to the interest and principal by a portion
of the unconditional annuities of the Young plan, and the third $100.-
000,000 which the bankers, with the consent of the allied powers, are
lending to Germany for the development of her raflways and postal
gervices. The latter is secured only by the German budget. It was
gaid to-day that a strong “ legal formula * had been reached under the
terms of which each portion of the loan will bear an equal guaranty
as to interest and principal, thus removing any doubts which prospec-
tive investors might have had regarding the security for (what) the
$100,000,000 to be paid to Germany.

The Committee on Banking and Currency of the House of
Representatives have, through its chairman, requested from our
State Department information which has not been forthcom-
ing—the chairman is still insisting and waiting—yet we find
that the State Department, if the above statement be true, has
been cooperating with and keeping fully informed the foreign
interests which are now seeking to market their securities in
this country.

Is it not about time, in view of these recited occurrences, that
the State Department now inform Congress and the American
investing public what position it does actually assume in regard
to the legality and sale of the bonds now being recommended
by Mr. Lamont which are to be sold by J. P. Morgan & Co. to
the American investors? Mr., Lamont should also now make
clear to the American investing public whether he proposes to
sell $100,000,000 worth of the proposed commercialized Ger-
man reparation bonds, which require a strong formula for their
support, or whether J. P. Morgan & Co. propose to sell to the
American public the $100,000,000 worth of bonds representing
an advance by the bankers to the German Government for the
development of her railway and postal services, which are only
secured by the German budget.

Recognizing the fact that the American people have long
memories, there are few of our own investors in Liberty loan

and Victory loan bonds who will fail to recall that bonds of this
great country for which they paid 100 cents on the dollar fell
after the armistice to 82 cents on the dollar. Remembering
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this, it is a matter of caution, suggested by commeoen sense, that
reputable bankers see clearly a solid legal basis for offering such
securities in their own home markets.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman two
additional minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is ree-
ognized for two additional minutes.

Mr. McFADDEN. Remember, if you please, that Mr. Lamont
and his conferees have been advoeating to the world that
$300,000,000 worth of German reparation payments was to be
commercialized and sold in the nine countries of the world in
accordance with the terms of the agreed-upon Young plan,
whereas now we find that only $200.000,000 of German repara-
tion loans are to be commercialized and sold in these counfries,
and that the bankers are granting now a separate loan to
Germany of $£100,000,000, which is to be secured outside of
reparation payments,

It is interesting to mofe, in this connection, during the dis-
cussions that have been taking place since I raised the question
of the legality and security back of these bonds that England
has persistently opposed the taking on of England’s quota of
these bonds until the question of legal and ample security was
fully determined; Mr. Snowden, the chancellor of the ex-
chequer, last week intimated that if England was forced to
take this issue, in order to save a breakdown of the Young
plan, the amount should be credited on account of reparation
payments due from Germany to England and in case of default
would then become a mere bookkeeping entry.

Mr. Lamont has failed fo explain to the public the incident
of a large portion of these bonds which were to be subsecribed
by the Dutch bankers, as well as of those allotted to the Jap-
anese and Swiss bankers, and of the $5,000,000 additional al-
lotted to Germany, which, when Germany protested, France
agreed to assume—he has failed to explain these incidents
which are so far suspended in midair that the American people
are wondering what their destiny will ultimately be. A whole
new chapter has been written in these various conferences
abroad since I raised the question of the validity of these bonds
and the security back of them. This is now a matter of such
importance that the enlightened mind of Mr. Lamont could be
better directed toward its solution than misrepresenfing an
American citizen who is attempting to defend the interests of
his own countrymen.

Will Mr, Lamont now submit * this strong legal formula ™ so
as to remove the doubts which American investors now have
respecting the validity of the $100,000,000 issue which is to be
floated in this country? [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman® from Penn-
sylvania has again expired.

" Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, I ask for recognition in oppo-
sition to the pending bill,

Mr., STAFFORD. 1 yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from
South Carolina [Mr, McSwaIn].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is
recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, I will take a few moments to go into the history of
this matter,

Some five or six years ago we passed an act to authorize
an appropriation of $366,000 for the purchase of a specific fract
of land containing 3,600 acres known as the Ascarate tract.
In the Committee on Military Affairs that bill was very urgently
and insistently advocated by the officers of the War Depart-
ment, including the, Chief of Staff. I insisted upon an amend-
ment whereby the purchase of the definite tract of land was
stricken ount, and the Secretary of War was authorized to
purchase any tract of land to be used in conneetion with the
reservation at Fort Bliss; and that motion prevailed in the
House and in the Senate and became law.

When the Secretary of War proceeded to funetion under
this anthority different parcels of land were offered at prices
very much lower than the price contemplated by the original
bill, the price there being fixed at $100 an acre for the Ascarate
tract. As the result of these various offers the Secretary of
War purchased an entirely different tract containing 4.5
acres, instead of 3,600 acres, at a cost of $91,000 instead of
$366,000, and in fact I felt rather proud of what seemed to be
an accomplishment in the interest of economy.

The chairman of the committee [Mr. JaMEs] who is now sick,
visited this post last year some time, I think in August or
September, and when our committee was organized in December
the subcommittee of which he was chairman had this present
bill up for consideration, to authorize the purchase of the same
land as was contemplated originally, the Ascarate tract, and
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I feel that I am justified in stating what the chairman of the
subcommittee and the chairman of the whole commitiee [Mr.
Jawums] said at the time the hearing was had before the
subcommittee,

I do not know whether it is in the printed report of the pro-
ceedings or not, but he said he had been on the ground and had
gone into the matter very carefully and had come to the con-
clugion that the 4,500 acres which was bought was not adapted
to nor useful for the main purposes of the command stationed
at Fort Bliss, That is a cavalry division. The gentleman said
this 4,500 acres was very good for target practice, for artillery
practice, as well as for rifle practice, and very good for bomb-
ing practice with airplanes, but as far as maneuvers of the
cavalry command stationed there are concerned, it is undesir-
able for two reasons. First, on account of the topography.
It is perfectly flat and does not admit of the maneuvers that
are necessary for the training of cavalry. In the next place,
the gentleman said the ground is very thickly covered with
cactus and that the spines or stickers of the cactus get into the
legs of the horses and prove very harmful, and it is therefore a
serious drawback to cavalry practice.

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield

Mr, COLLINS. Ife must have hought it sight unseen?

My, McSWAIN. I do not know how he bought it. I am only
saying that he did buy it for about $£20 per acre, or a little less
than $20 per acre, whereas the other tract, it was insisted, was
cheap at $£100 per acre.

It i< also necessary that there should be a landing field at
this fort, and it is necessary that there should be additional
room in connection with the fort for close-order drill. The land
that is now sald to be very desirable to purchase, to wit, the
Ascarate tract, contains a depression which completely con-
ceals the eavalry units at certain times of the manenvers, and
yet enables them to come up on the platean, and, for purposes
of instruction, appear to take by surprise, by flank movement
or otherwise, artillery or infantry units. They say it is very
desirable topographically. A number of officers appeared be-
fore the committee, I think there were three or four separate
hearings on this bill.

You may well understand that my original attitude was
somewhat unfriendly to the situation, because I felt some pride
in saving the Government $280,000 in the other deal, and yet
1 felt compelled to yield to the superior judgment of the
chairman of the committee [Mr. JAMEsS], who has been on the
land and inspected it, as I know he does inspect properties when
he goes for the purpose of seeing the true conditions. He told
us that this land represented on the plat which I hold in my
hand, surrounded by blue and red and buff, represented three
geparate traéts which he deemed necessary and very essential.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What is the scale of that map?

Mr, McSWAIN. I am sorry to say I do not know.

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. 1 yield.

Mr. COLLINS. Does it constitute an entire county?

Mr. McSWAIN. No; it does not constitute an entire county.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does it constitute the entire Lone Star
State?

Mr. McSWAIN.
sible States.

Mr. LAGUARDIA.

Mr. McMILLAN.

Mr, McSWAIN. I yield.

Mr. McMILLAN. Do I understand the gentleman to say
that this 3,600-acre tract is now needed, in addition to the 4.500-
acre tract which was purchased last year? ., :

AMr. McSWAIN. Yes, sir; exactly. That is our opinion, for
this reason: The 4,500-acre tract is not contiguous to the reser-
vation. I believe it is several miles from the fort and on the
other side, so that to go to maneuvers and practice from the
existing reservation to the 4,500-acre tract which was acquired
pursuant to the original aunthority it is necessary to go through
the city, whereas the land now proposed to be purchased is
immediately contiguous to the reservation. The first tract ad-
joins the reservation, There are three tracts. The second one
adjoins the first tract, and the third one adjoins the second
tract, so that it makes one connected piece of property.

Mr, McMILLAN. Assuming that the War Department would
have purchased the 3,600-acre tract last year, would it have
been necessary at this time to buy the 4,500-acre tract?

Mr. McSWAIN. No; I do not think so. It is contended by
the officers who have apneared before the committee that the
purchase of the 4,500-acre property was a mistake, It is usable,
as I have stated.

The CHAIRMAN, The fime of the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. McSwaiN] has expired.

No, indeed; nor even one of the five pos-

We purchased that a short time ago.
Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. STAFFORD. I yield the gentleman from Scuth Caro-
lina five additional minutes,

Mr, McSWAIN, It is used for a practice field for the field
artillery, as well ag bombing from airplanes and for rifle prac-
tice, but perhaps it would not have been necessary to purchase
it. However, the chairman of the committee, in whose judg-
ment I have great confidence, not only from the point of view
of what is desirable from a military point of view, but even
more so from the point of economy, has been on the ground.
I have not. The gentleman says it is necessary.

Mr., COLLINS, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. I yield.

Mr. COLLINS. The 4,500 acres is not adjacent to Fort Bliss?

Mr. McSWAIN. No. It is several miles away.

Mr, COLLINS, It is a tract of land several miles from Fort

Bliss?
Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. That is right.
Mr. COLLINS. Was the War Depariment given authority

to buy that tract of land?

Mr. McSWAIN. It was given authority fo buy whatever
land it decided was necessary and desirable for use in con-
nection with Fort Bliss.

Mr. COLLINS. And they bought it?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes.

Mr. COLLINS. How does the gentleman know that under
the terms of this bill they will not buy 4.500 acres of land
9 miles in some other direction?

Mr. McSWAIN. I do not know it.

Mr, COLLINS. And how does the genfleman know they will
not use the same bad judgment they used in purchasing the
4,500 acres?

Mr. McSWAIN. I do not know it. Nobody can know it,
and I am the mover of {he amendment that changed the lan-
guage of this bill so they could not buy a specific piece of prop-
erty at a specific price. I think this House is not in a posi-
tion to say what land is worth and what particular piece of
land must be bought. We are not in a position to say that.
I say this, as this amendment proposes, that the Secretary of
War is authorized to call for bids for land at a price which
the owners are willing to accept. If he considers that any one
piece of land is necessary and desirable, and if it is approved
by the corps area commander, then he buys it, and if the Appro-
priations Committee furnishes the money, the transaction is
over, and that is all there is about it. We must vest discre-
tion somewhere.

Mr. McMILLAN, I tlink the gentleman is eminently correct
in his views on that score, but I want to ask the gentleman if
he ean tell the House whether there has been a reduction in
price over the price they wanted for it last year?

Mr. McSWAIN. There is no offer of a price now.

Mr. McMILLAN. Last year, as I understand it, it was $100
an acre.

Mr. McSWAIN. That was five or six years ago. However,
we arve not concerned in the price. I do not know what it is
worth, and the whole purpose of this amendment and the whole
purpose of the report which I wrote is to try to get that land
at not one cent more than it is worth.

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes. :

Mr. TABER. How long ago did we buy the 4,500 acres?

Mr. McSWAIN. I think it was about five years ago.

Mr. TABER. Has it been in use ever since?

Mr, McSWAIN. Yes.

Mr. TABER. Does the genfleman know how many cavalry
troops are there?

Mr. McSWAIN,
division.

Mr. TABER. That means about how many?

Mr. McSWAIN. I do not know. I should think there were
8,000 or 9,000 Cavalry troops there,

Mr. TABER. Eight thousand or nine thousand eavalry
froops?

Mr. McSWAIN. I think there would be that many.

Mr. TABER. Would it not be nearer 800 or 9007

Mr. McSWAIN. Ob, no.

Mr. TABER. There are only 8,000 or 9,000 cavalry troops
all together in the continental United States, and they are not
all there by any means.

Mr. McSWAIN. They are nearly all
cavalry division on the frontier.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. My colleagne from New York is asking
as to the real and actual number of cavalry troops and not the
paper regiments.

Mr. McSWAIN. Well, I do not know; but I do remember
that they stated there was something less than a cavalry divi-
gion there. However, they also have other organizations there.

There is something less than a cavalry

there. That is the
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The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from South
Carolina has again expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. My, Chairman, I yield the gentleman three
additional minutes.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes,

Mr, GARRETT. I want the gentleman to show in his
remarks the testimony of General Moseley as to the character of
this land in particular, and that the Government of the United
States has had the free use of it for years and years. The
Government has had the use of it and it has never been
charged any rent for the use of this land. This is by far the
largest cavalry post in the United States, and General Moseley,
as the gentleman will recall, has soldiered all over that coun-
try, and he said that, in his opinion, it was absolutely necessary
for this land to be acguired and added to that post.

Mr. McSWAIN. That is their opinion, but I am unwilling
to say that legislatively; hence, I have asked that this bill be
amended so that there shall be offers of land from anybody
who wants to sell land, and whether the other land is desirable
or not, it will test the value., It will be a measure and stand-
ard of value whereby the War Department can judge as to what
is the true value of the land. 3

I have also suggested in the report that they shall not be
bound by the appraisal of some bunch of real-estate dealers but
that they shall go to bankers, who are usually conservative men,
and get their opinions. I feel we are obliged to yield our judg-
ment as to what is needed and that we must leave that to mili-
tary experts. It is a question of military and professional
opinion as to what land is necessary. It is true, as the gentle-
man from Mississippi points out, that the former general in
command make a mistake in the opinion of those who have
come upon the scene since, and it is said he was the only officer
in high command who ever entertained the opinion that the
4,500 acres were desirable. As I say, at the time I applauded
him becanse I thought he had accomplished something in the
interest of economy, and I am glad he at least showed an
inclination to do so, whether he made a mistake or not.

Mrs. KAHN. VWill the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes.

Mrs. KAHN. This property is becoming very valuable now
for industrial purposes, and it is necessary to get it at once,
if we waunt to get it at all.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr, James said there are a great many
small eabins being built on one of the tracts adjacent to the
reservation and that doubtless it will be very difficult to get the
property later, if not very much more expensive to acquire this
property a few years later.

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, it appears that the War Depart-
ment five or six years ago obtained an authorization, an appro-
priation, and purchased 4,500 acres of land; that this land has
been used for five or six years for the purpose of the maneu-
vers of a cavalry post at or near Fort Bliss. Until September
9, 1929, there was no substantial move made by the War
Department fo get hold of any other land. On that date the
Acting Secretary of the War, Patrick J. Hurley, sent a letter
to the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs going into
the facts, and he also went into the question of the desirability
of purchasing 3,600 acres, which were originally contemplated.
There is not anything to show in all of these proceedings that
these 3,600 acres, which were originally desired, could be had.
There is not anything to show that they can be had for a
reasonable sum, There is not anything to show in a fair way
that this land is needed for the necessary maneuvers of cavalry
troops at Fort Bliss, Tex.

The number of cavalry troops all together is about 7,977 in
the whole United States. The largest number in any area was
the Highth Corps Area. Is that the area within which this post
iz located?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes.

Mr. COLLINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, TABER. Yes.

Mr. COLLINS. But the cavalry in this particular corps area
is covered over a distance of 500 miles up and down the Mexican
border,

Mr. TABER. That is what I understand, and the total num-
ber in the corps area is 3,560.

This number, as well as the number of cavalry in the United
States, is constantly decreasing. We are constantly being asked
for, and making, appropriations for the development of mecha-
nized units which are taking the place gradually of cavalry
units. Now, is it good judgment, is it a fair thing for us at this
time to authorize the purchase of 3,600 acres of land? We do
not know whether we can get desirable land or not, and shonld
we go ahead and spread ourselves and put a great deal of money
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into a project that is gradually fading away and slipping away
from us?

We have got 4,500 acres, and for four or five years the War
Department has used this 4,500 acres for cavalry maneuvers
without complaint. It i§ true they had to go a little distance
to get to it, but they knew that when they bought it.

5 This project has not always commended itself to the powers
1t be,

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Certainly.

Mr. GARRETT. It is unfortunate we have not the testimony
of General Moseley here, but the gentleman from Mississippi
has referred to this cavalry being used up and down the entire
course of the Rio Grande. General Moseley testified, as I recall,
that practically the entire cavalry is now being concentrated
at Fort Bliss and that the patrol service up and down the
border is being conducted now largely by motor service; but
they have to keep the cavalry there. I asked him the question
myself if it would be possible to abandon Fort Bliss and make
further concentrations at other places, and he said it would not ;
that Fort Bliss would always be a strategic and necessary
post on the border between the two mations, and one of the
most important, This question was asked him looking to the
very thing the gentleman is now discussing, and this was his
positive t(mnmuny and, as the gentleman will remember, Gen-
eral Moseley is the man who has soldiered for many years up
and down that entire Rio Grande country and knows about it
from one end to the other and knows what is best from a mili-
tary standpoint for that section, and this is his idea.

Alr. TABER. The gentleman has brought out the meat of this
situation and that is we have come to the point—I am sorry I
have not the figures here to trace it down for a great many
years, although I know it could be done—where the number of
cavalry in commission and the number of cavalry in this corps
area is less and less year by year. The gentleman has brought
out the point that cavalry is more and more giving place to
mechanized units and that the patrol work along the border is
now being done almost entirely by motors.

Mr. GARRETT. May I say to the gentleman right there that
I have stated the testimony of General Moseley when we ques-
tioned him as to whether or not the abandonment of the cavalry
was practical or possible, and he said that while the motorized
service was advancing to a high state of efficiency, yet in that
section of the country it would be utterly impossible and foolish
to abandon the cavalry because there are times and there are
places where the motors can not go and where you would have
to have cavalry.

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. BARBOUR. Even though that is the faect, is it not also
true we have a number of cavalry posts throughout the United
States that are ample to take care of all the cavalry we have in
the United States Army to-day, and more too, if necessary?

Mr. TABER. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman realize, too, that
it is a matter for the War Department to determine where our
troops are to be placed, and the War Department has posi-
tively determined that we shounld maintain a cavalry post along
the Rio Grande and not on the Canadian border? If the War
Department had decided it should be on the Canadian border,
that would be one thing; but the strategists of the War Depart-
ment have said it is necessary to have it on the Rio Grande.
Are we, as a legislative body, to depart from the recommen-la-
tion of the strategists whose proper provinee is to determine
where these posts are to be located?

Mr. BARBOUR. As a legislative body we have a perfect
right, and it is our duty, to examine the recommendations of
the War Department and use our judgment in regard to them.

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, examine; but not determine the place.

Mr. BARBOUR. We can determine the place, and in these
days of moving troops rapidly, you do not have to have them
right on the border line.

Mr, STAFFORD. I have not reached that stage, after my
years of service, where I wish to place my judgment above the
judgment of the strategists of the War Department.

Mr., BARBOUR. The gentleman has done that frequently
when the War Department bills were in here.

Mr. STAFFORD. Cite one ingtance. That is a very easy
and flippant remark for the gentleman to make.

Mr. BARBOUR. It is not a flippant remark.

Mr. STAFFORD. 1 say it is. Cite one instance.

Mr. BARBOUR. Just give me an opportunity and I will.
The gentleman, at least on one occasion, and perhaps on more
than one occasion when the War Department bill was before
the House of Representatives made the statemept in regard to
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a recommendation of the War Department that such provision
in the bill was ridiculous. The Recorp will gshow it.

Mr. STAFFORD. Perhaps the recommendation of the sub-
‘ committee on the War Department bill was ridiculous, but not
the recommendation of the War Department.

Mr. BARBOUR. The recommendation of the subcommittee
was in accordance with the recommendation of the War Depart-
nent, and the sobeommittee was simply bringing before the
House the recommendation of the War Department. If the
gentleman wants me to cite some more instances——

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes; I would like fo have a specific
instance snd not a general reference.

Mr. BARUOUR. That is what I am giving the gentleman.
It is in the Recorp and the gentleman can check it up.

AMr. TABER 1 am pleased to see that the gentleman from
Wiscousin has now got to the point where he is ready to take
the dicta of the ranking oflicers of the War Deparfment as
gospel.

Mr. STAFFORD. But certainly not the dicta of the members
of the subcommittee on the War Departizent appropriation bill.

Alr, WAINWRIGHT. WIll the gentleman yield?

Mr. TABER. Certainly,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. In reply to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia, cavalry in other parts of the United States is hardly
available for ure, and for speedy use, along the border. Briefly
may I say in reply to the suggestion that we are rapidly com-
ing to the use of motforized troops and that motorized troops
will take the place of cavalry, the committee went into that
question very carefully.

The committee was convinced that so far as the defense of
the border and the military needs of that border was concerned,
the time has by no means arrived when we counld dispense with
cavalry. The number of cavalry now available on the border
is little enough in view of the tremendous lines of border that
they have to cover. Also that in certain seasons of the year
it iz utterly impossible to move troops by motor. In hLeavy
rains it would be impossible, except through the medium of
cavalry and horse-drawn trausport and troops mounted on
horses—it would be impossible to cover this border. It seemed
to the commiitee, in view of the tremendous importance of that
feature of our whole military poliey, that the needs and the
views of the War Department as to what was necessary was
* entitled to very serious consideration.

In view of the fact that that tract has been in use a long
time because it was necessary to be used, the time had arrived
when the Government should acquire a necessary tract, in view
of the fact that the increase of population of El Paso was
spreading out and increasing all of the time, there might come
a time when we might absolutely have to have it and the price
would -be prohibitive. This was a prudent measure of fore-
sight at this time to acquire thig tract of land.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will the gentleman from New
York yield?

Mr. TABER. 1 yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, Is it not true that the Director of
the Bureau of the Budget in a letter to the War Department
dated January 17, 1830, stated that the bill and the expenditure
centemplated under it would not be in conflict with the program
of the I'resident? Also on the 24th of January, 1930, the Secre-
tary of War in a letter to the chairman of the Committee on
Military Affairs of the House urged the passage of this bill.

Mr. TABER. I am coming to that. That is a part of the
history of this legislation.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas.
answer the question?

Mr. TABER. I am going to answer it but not in those words.
I am going to give the committee a picture of the situntion.
There is no question but that the cavalry should be placed where
they can have reasonable maneuvers, Out of the 3,500 cavalry
in the Eighth Corps there are 1,341 al Fort Bliss at the present
time. That is not envugh, so that we are in a position to say
that we ought to spend a lot of money for this sort of thing.

I will tell you the history of this bill. The bill was introduced
and then referred by the chairman of the Military Committee in
the vsunl course of procedure, to the Secretary of War.

The Secretary of War said:

There are no provisions of existing law authorizing the purchase ot
this land.

As yvou kuow, the aet of Congress approved February 24, 1925 (Publie,
448, G5th Cong.), entitled “An act for the purchase of land adjoining
Fert Bliss, Tex.,” authorized an appropriation of not to exceed $366,000
for the purchase of land in the vicinity of and for use in connection
with the Forf Biiss Military Reservation. - This sum of money was
gppropriated in the second deficieucy act, fiscal year 19235, (Public,
621, 0Sth Cong.)

Does the gentleman decline to
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Believing that the price asked for the land In contemplation was too
high, the War Department purchased other lands shown in broad orange
outline on attached photostat at a price of $91,000, including incidental
expenses.  Of these two tracts of land, one lying about 114 miles north-
east of the post is used by the Air Corps, while the other tract Iying
about 3% miles north of the post is used for small arms and artillery
target practice, and is available at other times for fleld training. The
unexpended balance of the $366,000, nmounting to $275,000, reverted
to the Treasury as savings.

The land shown in broad blue outline on the attached photostat is
substantially that which was originally in contemplation for purchase,
and Is the land referred to in subject legislation.

The acquisition of the tracts In question is essential to the future
development of this important post, as the land already possessed is
not sufficient and in certain cases not suitable for the training of u
cavalry command of the size and importanee of that at Fort Bliss. The
Moreliead tract is the most desirable area in the vicinity of Fort Bliss
for close-order training, reviews, and other cercmonies and its proximity
to the post 1s of advantage in increasing the time available for close-
order training.

The Ascarate tract is most suitable for training in cavalry field exer-
cises and problems and is in fact the only available land in the vicinity
ot Fort Bliss for this purpose. It Is not likely to be reduced in price.
but, on the other hand, the price may increase with the growth of the
city of El Paso. It should also be noted that if this land is acquired
ai the figure mentioned in the proposed legislation, the total cost of the
land proposed to be purchased and that which was purchased in 1025
would amount to but $6,305.70 more than the sum of $366,000 origi-
nally appropriated in 1923,

If any additional information from the War Department Is desircd,
I shall be pleased to furnish it. Should hearings be held upon the
proposed legislation, witnesses will be designated to appear.

The proposed legislation has been submitted to the Director of the
Bureaun of the Dudget who advises that the expenditure contemplated
would not be in accord with the financial program of the President.
I therefore do not favor the passage of the bill.

I do not know what happened between that time and Janu-
ary, 1930, when the Secretary of War sent another letter up
to the committee saying that the Bureau of the Budget had
reconsidered. I do not kunow what happened between those
two dates, but I am satisfied, in view of the fact that the pres-
sure for this legislation came from outside of the War Depart-
ment, that it was not the authorities in the War Department
who are interested in and back of this bill. I am satisfied
that it was more a development proposition. I am willing to
go along on the development of military propositions where
they are necessary, but in this case it appears to me to be abso-
lutely unnecessary, and for that reason I do not like to go along
with them. For that reason I think we should reject this
legislation,

I reserve the remainder of my time,

AMr., STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Worzeaon].

Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Speaker, Fort Bliss is one of the
largest and most important military establishments in the
United States. The Government has an investment at Fort
Bliss of more than $8,000,000, and the Government needs the
additional land contemplated in this bill to properly round out -
its investment. I am not quite as great a military expert as
some of the gentlemen on the subcommittee of the Committee on
Appropriations, who are criticizing this bill. I realize that Con-
gress has the right and duty to supervise governmental expendi-
tures for the Army. In this case the Appropriations Committee
in 1925 recognized the importance of the acquisition of land for
this purpose, becaunse in the second deficiency act for the fiscal
vear 1925 an appropriation was carried for $366,000 to purchase
3.600 acres of land. Every corps area commander and every
general commanding at Fort Bliss since 1919, except General
Castner, favored the acquisition of the particular tract of land
that it is sought to purchaze under the provisions of this bill.
I think it was due to General Castner's efforts that they bonght
4,500 acres of land 4, 5, or, as the gentleman from South Caro-
lina stated, 9, or 10 miles from Fort Bliss. That purchase was
probably ill-advised. I think the gentleman from New York
[Mr, Taper] is mistaken when he says that the 4,500 acres of
land have been used for cavalry drill purposes. The 4,500 acres
of land have been used principally, if not wholly, for small
armng and artillery target practice and for aviation purposes.

The Army has been using for cavalry maneuver purposes this
identical land that is now sought to be purchased by this biil,
and it has been used with the consent of the owners of that
land without charging the United States Government one cop-
per cent for the use of it, and that since 1919. Three hundred
and sixty-six thousand dollars was appropriated by the Con-
gress for the acquisition of the land, and $91,000 of it was
used in the purchase of the 4,500 acres, which are wholly unfit
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for the purposes for which the Army now says it needs land.
Two hundred and seventy-five thousand dollars was turned back
into the Treasury. It is sought, not to purchase 3,600 acres of
land in this bill, but, as I understand it, 2,623 acres of land
adjoining Fort Bliss on the southeast at the price of approxi-
mately $281,308. It follows that, in order to purchase the land
that the War Department now needs, the $275,000 that was
covered into the Treasury, and the sum of about $6,000 addi-
tional, will be enough to purchase the land the Government
needs, and needs badly.

The two gentlemen from New York, the one from the city
of New York [Mr. LaGuarpia] and the other from the more
or less rural sections of New York State [Mr, Taser], have
undertaken to say what kind of forces we need on the Rio
Grande border. I would like to have these two gentlemen visit
us in El Paso.

Mr. TABER. Oh, I have not undertaken to say what kind
of forces the Government needs on the Rio Grande border. I
was just ecalling attention to what they have and what they

use.

Mr. WURZBACH. Then I misunderstood what I considered
the main point of the gentleman's argument. If he did not
argue that motor transportation was the kind of transportation
needed there, instead of horse transportation, I think the mem-
bership may disregard about two-thirds of his speech.

1 repeat, I would like to have the gentlemen, for educational,
if for no other purposes, visit El Paso and that section of the
country. El Paso, in the opinion of Army men—and this was
elicited at the hearings—is the most strategic place for a cav-
alry division station in the United States, It is right at that
point where the Rio Grande makes a turn to the west. EIl Paso
commands a border of more than 1,000 miles, 600 miles or so to
the south and several hundred miles to the west.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Simply to call attention to the fact that
in the last border difficulty when it became necessary to con-
centrate troops on the border—and there were 40,000 to 50,000
troops concentrated at El1 Paso—this land and much other land
was needed for the purpose.

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does not the gentleman, who is always so
considerate, consider it extremely bad taste to discuss the
necessity of being prepared at the border of a friendly nation?

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Sometimes in a discussion of a meas-
ure of this kind it is necessary.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. We have our cavalry down there because
it is a good, convenient place to have cavalry stationed, on
account of the topography of the land.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. And of course the gentleman must
realize that I was referring to a past cccurrence.

Mr. WURZBACH. Mr, Chairman, I do not care to yield any
further, We have had troubles with Mexico in the past. It
was not so many vears ago that we were forced to invade
Mexico in pursuit of Pancho Villa, Mexico has an army post
on her side of the Rio Grande directly across the river from
El Paso, and our maintaining Fort Bliss can not be, and is not
in fact considered an evidence of a war-like spirit on our part
toward our sister republic. But getting back to motor trans-
portation, I would like to see the two fine gentlemen from New
York [Mr. Taser and Mr. LaGuarpia] conducting a military
campaign in that section with motor vehicles. You need horses
in that country, if you need them anywhere in the world.

This is the first time I have heard it seriously contended that
horses have gone out of the picture entirely, so far as the Army
is concerned.

Mr, TABER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes.

Mr. TABER. I have not made any such statement as that.
I said simply that the cavalry is a service in which the records
as submitted from year to year show that the number of men
and horses in the service was gradually decreasing. Having
that in mind, I thought it was not necessary to provide larger
facilities for training than we have already.

Mr. WURZBACH. I think perhaps the gentleman only meant
that that arm of our military force was decreasing. Without
stating how rapidly it will decrease in the future, I still assume
that we will need cavalry in the next 40 or 50 years, and there-
fore I think provision should be made for a cavalry force at
Fort Bliss.

I do not think we have any reason to fear that the owners
of the land at Fort Bliss will try to hold up the Government.
They have never shown any disposition to do that heretofore;
and if the United States is as fortunate in the purchase of land
in other parts of the country as it has been in Texas, I am
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satisfied that the expense incident to buying land for military
purposes by the War Department would be very much reduced.

Mr. GARRETT, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT. If these people had charged the Govern-
ment a reasonable amount in recent years for the land that the
Government has had the use of for nothing, would not that
alone have covered the price of the land? That has been golng
on for about 18 years.

Mr. McKEOWN. If we should have an armed conflict with
Mexico, would not the cavalry be the largest part of the
proposition ?

Mr. WURZBACH. Yes. I should say that on the Mexican
border, at many places, you could not move with reasonable
dispatch with any kind of motor vehicle. For distances of 100
miles there are not even dirt roads for wagon travel. You
have got to abandon wagons and use pack animals to get
around in some parts of that country, and without horses in
many parts of El Paso section of the Mexican border country
absolutely no progress could be made.

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minufes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for five minutes,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, El Paso is 400 miles west of
my distriet. This is the bill, as you know, of my colleague
Mr. HupspETH. When I first came to Congress, over 13 years
ago, El Paso was in my district, and I then represented all of
that western country. There are counties out there that were
then 150 miles across them. At that time El Paso was a very
small city, but since then it has grown enormously. The present
census, recently taken, gives El Paso 101,975 people. 8o it is
now quite a ecity, and property there has advanced in value
tremendously,

I think it would have been a great investment on the part of
the Government, just for pasturage alone for the 1,300 cavalry
horses, to have paid the $20 an acre that was paid for this
4,500 acres, If they had not used it for anything else but pas-
turage purposes through certain seasons of the year to take
care of and maintain ecavalry horses it would have been a
splendid investment.

I would like you to notice this map [exhibiting same]. My
colleague from San Antonio spoke of the enormous stretch of
the Rio Grande. Here is El Paso [indieating] and the Rio
Grande River, running 900 miles through territory protected by
Fort Bliss. Then you have all the border conuntry up north and
west, You will remember the raids that have been made—the
raid at Columbus, N. Mex.,, and the raids down in the Big
Bend country.

You remember when General Pershing erossed with his
men. He erossed not in the automobile country, with limousines,
but in the mountain country, where, as my colleague has well
said, you can not travel even with horses. I have been all
over it, and I tell you that for the next hundred years this
Government is going to have to maintain a large cavalry force
at Fort Bliss. It is the only thing that puts respect into the
hearts of revolutionary Mexicans and the Mexican outlaws.
The enmity displayed toward this country is not so much from
the Government of Mexico but it is from the enemies of Mexico,
the revolutionists in Mexico, who cross our border, just as they
impose on the Mexican Government. If you could go down there
and look at that country, which this cavalry force at Fort
Bliss protects for the American people, you would not hesitate
for a minute to vote for this additional $6,300.

This is nothing in the world but an addition of $6,300 to the
appropriation that was once before made by this Congress to
buy land. That is all.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Branton] has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield three additional minutes to the
gentleman from Texas,

Mr. BLANTON. This is simply making available the residue
of the former appropriation and adding to it $6,300. I want to
say that with the growing population of El Paso and the advanc-
ing of land values there, there will never be a day when the Goy-
ernment can not sell this property at a profit if they so desire,

Because of the fact that our distinguished colleague from El
Paso [Mr. HupsperH] is not able to be on the floor to-day on
account of ill health, I hope the membership of the House will
pass this bill.

Mr. TABER. Myr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA].

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, this bill presents so many phases of the subject of mili-
tary appropriations and military policy of this Government that
it affords an opportunity to Members of the House to pause and
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reflect just what we should do in the way of acquiring more
land, in the way of appropriating more funds, and how far Con-
gress wants to take the initiative in establishing the military
policy of this country, or to what extent we should permit the
War Department fo do it.

My kind and genial friend from Texas [Mr. WurzsaoH] ex-
pressed the hope that my colleague from New York and myself
could go down and see the topography on the Mexican border.

Let me say to my friend from Texas if there is one thing
I know anything about it is a military post. The happiest days
of my boyhood were spent down at Fort Huachuca, not far
from the border, in the then Territory of Arizona, when cavalry
was eavalry, when there were hardboiled soldiers.

Many of the original functiong of cavalry have become obso-
lete. I will grant that the topography down in the southern
part of Texas along the Mexican border is such that automobiles
can not go everywhere, My colleague from Texas points out
that General Pershing took his cavalry into Mexico, If I remem-
ber correctly, the mission of General Pershing when he took
his cavalry into Mexico was to capture Villa. When Villa was
captured, he was sitting in the back seat of a limousine many
years afterward.

Mr. WURZBACH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, 1 yield.

Mr. WURZBACH. The gentleman does not mean to say that
Villa was in the back seat of an automobile from the time Gen-
eral Pershing was after him until he was killed five or six
years later?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We know that the cavalry did not capture
hin.

Mr., WURZBACH. I was wondering what significance that
statement had, in connection with the Pershing campaign.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I was wondering what significance the
reference to the Pershing expedition had in connection with the
necessity for increasing the cavalry forces?

Mr. WURZBACH. Because General Pershing went in there
with eavalry. He did not go in there with Ford cars or any
other motor vehicle,

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 yield.

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman will remember that General
Pershing did not capture Villa simply because horses could not
go up in the mountains where Villa was hiding.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So, even the cavalry could not do it?

Mr. BLANTON. Even the cavalry could not do it, but it
put the fear of God in Villa’s heart.

.Mr. HOWARD. Will my colleague yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So much for the cavalry and so much for
the topography which the cavalry can not reach.

Mr. HOWARD. Will my colleague be a little less partial in
his recognition?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly.

Mr. HOWARD. I wanted to challenge the statement of the
gentlemen from New York that the cavalry arm of the United
States Army had become obsolete, because if that statement
goes unchallenged it is a violent reflection on my friend the
chairman of the appropriations subcommittee having to deal
with appropriations for horses. I recall a little while ago when
the gentleman came in and recommended a large appropriation,
perhaps $300,000, for new propagators for the purpose of secur-
ing more horses for the Army.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. That is the only way we can get horses,
We can not turn them out in a factory.

Mr. HOWARD. But why deny a place to pasture them?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What I said was that many of the func-
tions of the cavalry had become obsolete. Originally the cav-
alry was used for sceuting purposes and for reconnoitering,
sending out scouts to ascertain the location and layout of the
enemy to be attacked or the terrain to be covered. For that
we now use airplanes exclusively., For purposes of reconnoiter-
ing and for purposes of scouting aviation is used exclusively,
and on that there is no difference of opinion.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. T yield.

Mr, BLANTON. If tliey are located with airplanes, the air-
planes can not land in that country at all. They have to come
back and then send the eavalry after them.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. On these mountain peaks, where the gen-
tleman just admitted the cavalry could not reach, aviation
. could drop bombs there and make it most uncomfortable,

Now, there is one thing on which I am sure military experts
will agree, that while we may keep a certain amount of cavalry
at this time, for purposes which we need not detail, we do not
expect to increase our cavalry forces. I think it was the gen-
tleman from South Carolina, in opening the debate, who stated
that we needed this additional ground because we had 9,000
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troops there. As a matter of fact we have 1
T B e 1,300 cavalry troops

Now, gentlemen, we are laboring under a sort of conflicting
theory to-day. A few moments ago we appropriated splendid
a}ralfa and rich agricultural land on which to drop bombs.
Now, the gentleman from South Carolina has pointed out that
some of this land is covered with cactus and thistles, and is not
good for the cavalry horses. What stand do we take? It
has been stated repeatedly, particularly in the acquisition of
land for an airport in the city of Washington, when it was
asked * Where are you going to have this land?"” * Oh, we can
not tell you, because if we announce it, if we have publicity
about it, it will cost so much.” Now, the gentleman from
South Carolina provides in the bill that we should give wide
putglicity in order to get the land cheaper. I do not know
which of the two theories is correct. If on one hand we are
told we should not disclose location of land because if we do
the price will go up, and then later on, in another bill, we find
“ wide publicity " in order to keep the price of land down, which
theory shall we adopt?

Mr. McSWAIN, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield,

Mr. McSWAIN, I am cognizant of the two different theories,
I agree that in all Government business there should be absolute
publicity in every detail. Now, with which theory does the
gentleman from New York agree?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I agree with that same theory, as the
gentleman knows.

Mr. McSWAIN,
the question.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I was pointing out some of the inconsist-
encies of legislative expediency.

Mr, McSWAIN. As long as I am individually consistent,
that is all I am concerned with,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Now, gentleman, it was stated that this
bill ealls for an appropriation of only $6,305.70. The gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Braxtox] is too good a legislator to desire
any such misstatement to remain in the Recorp, because it
specifically must reappropriate $375,000 in addition, or a total
of $381,000. I say this because this is one of the bills that
comes before the House in the closing days of the session, and
[ am sure we are all glad we have the gentleman from Texas
here to put his stamp of approval on this appropriation.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. This is merely an additional $6,300 to that
which has once been appropriated for this purpose, and the
report of the War Departmernt, sent here in January, 1930,
says it is not only the desire of the War Department that this
bill be passed but that it is in accordance with the financial
program of the President, and I am always with the financial
program of the President and the recommendation of the heads

I thought =0, and that is the reason I asked

1 of departments,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Especially when it concerns land in the
State of Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. It is not in my district at all and will not
benefit me a particle, not a particle.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has again expired.

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five
additional minutes.

Mr, LAGUARDIA, There is one more thing I want to sug-
gest to the committee, and that is the constant purchase of
land by the War Department when at the same time we are
selling surplus land and property. The membership of the
House will remember, and the Military Affairs Committee must
particularly remember, that about four or five years ago, and
not more, we passed a bill containing a long list of posts,
lands, and real property, which it was thonght desirahle to
dispose of. We authorized the sale of that property without
any thought of having a study made as to any additional lands
which might be necessary for the development of the plans of
the War Department, So we find ourselves in this position:
We are selling lands which the War Department owns at
ridiculously low rates, at a sacrifice, and purchasing land at
high prices during the same year. I leave it to every member
of the Appropriations Committee and every Member of the
House who follows War Department legislation if that is not
true. They now come here and say, “ We need an additional
2 acres for every one horse we have down there to romp
around in.” T submit that is rubbing it in a little too much
to ask for more land because it is believed we will increase
our Cavalry forces in this day and age. If there is one thing
the great State of Texas has a great deal of, it is land: and
I have never seen land jump in value so much in any State
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in the Union as it has in the course of the last four hours right
here on the floor of the House of Representatives,

It i8 now proper for my colleague from Texas to say that the
gentleman has no knowledge about the value of land in Texas,
I Liave not, but I am sure that land in cities must be a little
more valuable than it is where you have hundreds of thousands
of acres available, and the prices suggested to-day for the
acquisition of land is far too high for the purposes for which
they are purchased.

My, WURZBACH. The gentleman does not undertake to say
that $100 or $125 an acre for land situated on the outskirts of
a city the size of El Paso is too much to pay?

Alr. LAGUARDIA, The gentleman misses my point. 1 say
we should not buy such kind of land for that purpose. It is
ridiculous to go on the outskirts of a city and buy land for
eavalry drills or land for aerial bombing purposes. That is my
objection. There is land within a few miles beyond that which
we could use and buy for a few dollars an acre. I served on
the Public Lands Committee of this House, and every day on
the Consent Calendar we have bills authorizing the sale of public
lands, and the Secretary of the Interior has authority to dispose
of public land for $1.25 an acre, the kind of land that would be
suitable for the purpose outlined by the committee. I am mnot
saying this particular land is not valued as much as suggested,
but I say it is not good and prudent business management to buy
such valuable land for this kind of a purpose—cavalry drill
and aerial bombing.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has again expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I only wish to take a few
minutes. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, in 1925 the deficiency
bill carried an appropriation of $366,000 for the purchase of
land at Fort Bliss. The War Department did not, aceording
to the letter of the Secretary of War of September 9 last, use
more than $91.000 of that $366,000, because the price of the
land in contemplation to be purchased was too high. There
was returned to the Treasury a balance of $275000, and be-
cause the authorization with respeet to that amount has
expired it is now purposed to make that available and in
addition thereto some $6,000, making the amount available for
the purchase of necessary land at this most important post
$281,000.

I stop merely to call attention to the testimony given by
General Mosely, one of the leading officers in the cavalry
service, In his testimony before our committee he used this
langnage:

This matter came up as early as 1919, and it has been favorably
recommended by every commander of the Eighth Corps Area and by
every general who has commanded at Fort Bliss except only General
Castner.

I could go on and read, and I will read, with respect to the
need of this land:

It is important because of the Mexican situation and the border
sitnation. It is a most important railroad eenter,

He further goes on and cites that motorization can not
meet the eonditions on the border:

We lhad gome maneuvers down there and the motors did well, but,
unfortunately, one of those Texas rains came up and where it had
been perfectly dry before there stood a lake for a number of days and
we were stuck in the mud.

He further goes on to show that while Columbus, N. Mex.,
is only 150 miles away as the erow flies, nevertheless by reason
of the drifting sands it is necessary when motor is used to go
more than 300 miles, but by cavalry they can go direct.

Now, the practical question before the committee is whether
this land in the background of this most important post on the
border, occupied by both cavalry and infantry troops, with
more than 2,000 located there, is necessary for maneuver pur-
poses as recommended by the Army experts, or whether the
House proposes to accept the dicta and the dictum of members
of the Appropriations Committee who have not had this expert
evidence from the head of the cavalry service before them for
consideration.

We leave it to you. El Paso is a growing city. This land
is the only land available to meet the growing needs. The
price of land is going up more and more. If these facts are
true, then I say to you, gentlemen, it is a good business proposi-
tion now to purchase the land while we can acquire it and
before it is peopled or platted into lots dnd sold. [Applause.]

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. I yield. 2

Mr. TABER. So that the committee may understand the
situation, it appears that the number of cavalry necessary to
use this land is being reduced year by year, and that they have
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been using this place for maneuvers for four or five years since
they bought this other tract. _

Mr. STAFFORD. In reply to the gentleman, may I read
further from the testimony of General Moseley :

The acquisition of the tracts in question i essential to the future
development of this important post, as the land already possessed is
not sufficient.

No more definite testimony could be had. We follow the
testimony of the tactical heads of the War Department. This
is a unanimous report from the committee, and we believe it
is essential if we are going to continue Fort Bliss, and no one
disputes that Fort Bliss is essential in the military protection
of the United States. [Applause.] -

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. STAFFORD. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, What is the land that the gentleman
from Texas referred to that they had been using for years
without charge?

Mr. STAFFORD. This very land, without any charge by the
owners, but approaching the status of urban dwelling property.
Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the bill for amendment,

The Clerk read as follows: ;

Be it enacted, etc., That a sum not to exceed $281,305.70 is hereby
authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, for the purchage of land in the vicinity of and
for use in connection with the present military reservation at Fort
Bliss, Tex., and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to make
said purchase,

With the following committee amendment :

Btrike out all after the enacting clause and ‘insert:

“That the SBecretary of War is hereby suthorized to acquire, by pur-
chase or condemnation, additional land in the vicinity of and for use
in connection with the present military reservation at Fort Bliss, Tex.
The unexpended balance, namely, $275,000, of the amount appropri-
ated for this purpose by the act of March 4, 1925 (43 Stat. 1313, 1344),
is bereby auothorized to be made available, and an additional appropria-
tion of $6,805.70 is hereby authorized, making a total of $281,305.70
herein authorized to carry out the provisions of this act, or so much
of sald sum as may be necessary.

*“8EC. 2. The Becretary of War shall, by due advertisement in such
manner as he deems best calculated to give the widest necessary pub-
licity, call for offers of land for use in connection with said Fort Bliss,
Tex., and if after negotiation he is able to buy said land, or any part
or parcel or tract thercof, at such price or prices as he shall deem to
be the fair and reasonable market value of the land, then he is author-
ized to purchase said land for said purpose at such prices; and if any
of said offers of land are at prices deemed by the Secretary of War to
be above the reasonable market value of such parcel or tract of land,
and if after the negotiation the Secretary of War is unable to purchase
the same at fair and reasonable prices as herein defined, then in such
case the Secretary of War is authorized to request the Attorney General
of the United States to institute condemmation proceedings for the
acquiring of such tracts or parcels of land as may be necessary for such
purpose,” :

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, this
proposed reservation is in a part of the United States to which
our attention has been called in a novel way in the last two or
three days. It developed that there are two places in the
United States—developing prosperously as all the counfry is—
there are two places growing more rapidly as the census shows,
than any other part of the country. One of these places is the
State of Texas and the other is Florida, in spite of the many
sethacks,

I had an opportunity to visit Texas about three years ago.
No one can return from there without being simply amazed at
her astounding and rapid development and growth. All yon
have to do is to go across the border and see Mexico to be
more impressed with two things: First, with the contrast be-
tween the two countries, and, second, the necessity of prolecting
this rich and rapidly developing, splendid country against what
is practically wildness, desolation, and banditry on the other
gide. [Applause.]

So it is plain, first, that this country requires protection, and,
second, that it will repay protection, because it is contributing
in a marvelous, splendid way to the growth, prosperity, and
development of this country. A

There is only one objection that has been raised here, and that
is that the cavalry that is going to use this land is not as large
a unit in the War Department as it has been in the past. Baut
this land can be used not only for cavalry, it ean be used for
all sorts of maneuvers for troops. In a country like this it will
;:J&Je'ﬁnue to be invaluable for the protection of the American
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Then there is the third reason for buying it at this time.
I have ridden over hundreds of miles of land in Texas only
10 or 15 years ago that was simply mesquite bush, worth a few
cents an aere, and to-day it is producing returns of $500 and
$1,000 an acre.

So if you buy this land to-day you are buying it with the
certainty that the purchase is one that will increase in value;
that if you wait you will have to pay an added and much
greater sum; that the purchase is a profitable one, one upon
which you can fully realize a handsome return, with the cer-
tainty of the increasing development; and, further, you need
more protection, greater military defense, more land in that
splendid country down there,

And so from every standpoint of the present necessity of
the great usefulness, protection of the present, the cheapness of
the land—from every standpoint I shall support this bill
[Applaunse.]

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition of the pro
forma amendment. I am not opposed to, and I do not believe
any one here who is in opposition to this bill, is opposed to the
idea of there being adequate military defenses on the border, I
believe we should have them; I believe we have them; but I
do object to the United States Government going into a real-
estate gpeculation and buying something that it does not need.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman, I rise in opposition fo the
committee amendment,

Just one more question. What is the assessed value of this

land? Can any member of the Committee on Military Affairs
tell us? :

Mr. McSWAIN, I do not know.

Mr. BLANTON. 1 have no information about it.

Mr. McSWAIN. Five years ago when the matter was up
there was testimony that a board of appraisers had appraised
the value at $100 an acre.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not know what the
assessed value is?

Mr. McSWAIN. No.

Mr. STAFFORD. And it is the opinion of our chairman, the
gentleman now invalided in the hospital, that this property
could be purchased at this figure.

Mr. McSWAIN. Exactly. It may be bought for less. There
are three different tracts. Some of it lies closer to the eity
than others, and, of course, there will be more asked for that
than for the land farther away from the city. The outlying
tract may be had for considerably less.

Mr. STAFFORD. And that the price in the opinion of the
chairman is a reasonable price?

Mr. McSWAIN. Certainly.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the
committee amendment,

The committee amendment was agreed to.

Mr. STAFFORD. My, Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise and report the bill back to the House with the rec-
ommendation that the amendment be agreed to and that the
bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr, Hoorer having as-
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Leavrrr, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,
reported that that committee had had under consideration the

bill H. R. 2030, and had directed him to report the same back to |

the House with an amendment, with the recommendation that
the amendment be agreed to and that the bill as amended do
pass.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous guestion
on the bill and amendment to final passage,

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. Starrorp, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, when the bill H. R. 9937, to
provide for summary prosecution of slight or casunal violations
of the national prohibition act was under consideration yes-
terday the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. Doveras] was absent
on official business. He wishes me to state that if he had been
here he would have voted “ no.” -

POISON ALCOHOL

Mr. HUDSON. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to

extend my remarks in the Recorp upon the subject of industrial
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alcohol, and to include certain correspondence between myself
and Doctor Cumming, of the Public Health Department, and
also an editorial from the Evening Star of May 25, 1930.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan
asks unanimous consent to exfend his remarks in the RECORD
in the manner indicated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Spenker, I have constantly been on the
alert as to the question of the use of denatured alcohol in indus-
trial processes. The sixth district of Michigan not only is the
center of the great automobile industry of the country, which is
a large user of industrial aleohol, hut there are also extensive
paint and varnish factories as well as pharmaceutical prepara-
tion establishments. From time to time there has been a con-
stant attack upon the use of denaturants in the formulas used
for the preparation of industrial alcohol,

The Washington Post in its edition of May 25, 1930, carried
an editorial entitled “ Poison Alcohol,” which had reference to
the amendment by Senator Typixes, which was defeated both
in the House and the Senate in the passage of the legislation
transferring the Prohibition Enforcement Unit to the Depart-
ment of Justice, .

Under date of May 27 I sent the edltorial to Doctor Cumming,
Surgeon Geuneral of the United States Public Health Service,
asking the opinion of the bureau in reference to the statements
magde concerning the same. I am appending the editorial with
my letter to Doctor Cumining, his reply and the statement
which lie inclosed from Prof. Carl Voegtlin, professor of phar-
macology. And in that connection I also attach an editorial
by Prof. Reid Hunt, of Harvard Medical School, dated June 8,
1925.

May 27, 1930,
Dr. HugH 8, CuMMING,
Surgeon General Burcau of the Public Health Service,
Washington, D, C.

Dear Doctor CoMMING: I am inclosing herewith an editorial from
The Washington Post of May 25 headed * Poison Alcohol,” which
emphasizes the menace to public health of the use of wood aleohol and
synthetic methanol. Please note especially the statement that neither
of these poisons is subject to Federal governmental control such as
applies to industrial alcohol manufactured and sold under Treasury
Department regulations.. My attention was recently directed to a press
release by the Commissioner of Prohibition in whieh he stated that
synthetic methanol was coming into the market in substantial quanti-
ties and offered for general solvent purposes as well as for automobile
radiator solutions; that such synthetic methanol has all the character-
istics, physiological action, and effects of wood aleohol; and that such
anthorities as Dr. Reid Hunt, of Harvard Medical School, take the
position that the use of synthetic methanol will be followed by the
same disastrous effects to life and vision as have been reported in cases
of wood alcohol poisoning.

The courtesy will indeed be appreciated if you will let me hear from
You at your earliest convenience on this subject with particular refer-
ence to the toxie effects of synthetic methanol by absorption through
the skin or inhalation of fumes; apparently there is no doubt as to
the results which follow the taking of the chemical into the stomach.
My off-hand opinion is that in addition to the risks connected with
the handling of synthetic methanol such as would ordinarily obtain
in plant operations and around garages, filling stations, and the like
vapors would be thrown off from heated engines in closed cars which
might cause serious Injury to the eyes, if nothing worse.

Very truly yours,
GranT M. Hopsox, M. C.

[From the Washington Post, May 23, 1950]
POISON ALCOHOL

During the discussion of the bill to transfer the administration of
the probibition enforcement laws to the Department of Justice Senator
TyYpixas, of Maryland, attempted to amend the bill so as to make it
unlawful to denature alcohol by the addition of poisons which would
endanger human life. His amendment was defeated. Since then a
number of deaths have been reported which were said to have been
caused by poisoned alcohol, and following those fatalities Senator
TypiNGs has come forward again with a proposed amendment to the
pure food law, having for fits object the same purpose, namely, the
prevention of the use of * materlals rendering such alecohol destructive
to human life if osed as a beverage.”

Industrial aleohol is one of the most important products of manu-
facture, in that it is essential in medicipe, in the arts, and in the manun-
facture of hundreds of articles of commerce from antiseptic solutions
and artificial silk to soaps and vinegar. The importance of industrial
alcohol is shown in the fact that 182,778,966 gallons of ethyl (pure
grain) alcohol were withdrawn for denaturization in 77 plants during
the last fiscal year. The belief is widespread that these denaturing

| plants are the source from which the bootlegger and the rum runner
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obtaln their wares. But, as Commissioner Doran points out in hils
reports, the corn sugar is probably a far more likely source from which
illicit booze is obtained, Upwards of 900,000,000 pounds of corn sugar
was produced last year. Corn sugar can be converted into alcohol for
beverage purpose very easily and rapidly, and doubtless a large per-
centage of illicit alcohol Is obtained from this product.

Denatured grain alcohol is not responsible for so many deaths among
people who can not restrain their appetites for intoxicants, In nearly
every instance investigations have shown that those deaths were due
to Imbibing liquor composed largely of wood alcohol, or synthetic
methanol, which in its toxic qualities is identical with wood alcohol.
Both are virolent poisons which, when taken into the buman digestive
organs, cause blindness and death. BSyunthetic methanol is by far the
more dangerous, because it Is colorless, odorless, and so clear that the
victim may think he has secured the purest of pure aleohol only to
wake up in another world to discover his error.

Synthetie methanol and wood alcohel are not subject to Federal con-
trol. Anyone may make these poisons, if he knows how, and while
they are of inestimable value in the manufacture of antifreeze solutions,
shellacs, insecticides, and a score of other items of commerce, they are
as deadly as strychnine or arsenic. Yet the United States permits their
sale within restrietion. Even the Tydings amendment, if adopted, will
not affect the sale of wood alcohol, unless it is mixed with ethyl alcohol
as a denaturant,

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
BrreEAUr oF THE PuBLic HEALTH SERVICE,
Washington, June 3, 1930,
Hon. Graxt M. HUpsox,
United States House of Representatives, Washington, D, C.

My Dear Me. Hupsox : 1 beg leave to acknowledge the recelpt of your
letter of May 27, 1930, inclosing an editorial from the Washington
Post, * Poison Alcohel,” and requesting a statement regarding the toxic
effects of synthetic methanol by absorption through the skin or by
inhalation of fumes,

I am inclosing a statement on this subject, prepared by Prof. Carl
Voegtlin, chief division of pharmacology, National Institute of Health
(Hygienic Laboratory), of this service.

I am returning the clipping from the Washington Post in accordance
with your request.

Very truly yours,
H. B. ComyiING, Surgeon General.
HYGIENIC LABORATORY,
Washington, D. O., May 29, 1930.
Memorandum in reply to a letter by the Hon. GranT M. Hupsox,

Member of Congress, concerning synthetic methanol.

It has been well established that synthetic methanol has the same
type of toxic action as ordinary wood alcohol. The earlier claims that
synthetic methanol is less toxic than wood alcohol have been proven
to be false. It is true, however, that certain samples of crude wood
alcohol may contain some allyl aleohol, which is more toxie than me-
thanol. Methanol is readily absorbed by the animal system when given
by mouth. The poison ig also taken up through the lungs when ani-
mals or man are exposed to methanol vapor in air. Thus it has been
shown by experiments on rats and dogs that the total amount of
methanol absorbed through the respiratory tract varied from 0.32 to
0.556 gram per kilogram of body weight. Methanol is slightly more
volatile than ethyl alcohol and grain alcohol, and there are several
records in the medical literature reporting methanol poisoning in
painters using paints containing methanol. The danger of poisoning
wonld be especially great when the painters work in poorly ventilated
or closed rooms.

There are also records in the sdentlﬂc literature indicating that the
repeated administration of methanol or methanol-containing prepara-
tions to the human skin may cause methanol poisoning and blindness,

To sum up, it would seem that the indiscriminate substitution of
gynthetic methanol for ethyl alcohol in the manufacture of paints,
varnishes, antifreeze solutions, cosmetics, ete., would involve a serions
hazard to the health of people. Certain States in the Union have
enacted laws prohibiting the use of methanol in all preparations in-
tended for internal administration.

Respectfully submitted,

CARL VOEGTLIN,
Professor of Pharmacology.
[Reprinted from Industrial and Engineering Chemistry, vol. 17, No. T,
p. T63. July, 1925]

SYNTHETIC METHANOL I8 POISONOUS

EDITOR OF INDUSTRIAL AND ENGINEERING CHEMISTRY :

I have performed a number of experiments upon animals with the
German (synthetic) methanol which you sent me. The results were
the same (qualitatively and quantitatively) as those obtained with
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pure methyl alcohol obtained from wood distillates, The synthetic
methanol showed the same characteristic differences from ethyl alcohol ;
when the two alcohols were given in equal doses the animals receiving
a single (large) dose of ethyl alcohol were more profoundly affected—
showing a greater degree of incoordination and a greater depth of
narcosis—than did those that had received the methanol. When,
however, these doses were repeated a few times at 24-hour intervals
the differences between the action of the two alcohols became very
striking ; the animals receiving the ethyl alcohol became less powerfully
affected (tolerance) whereas those recelving the methanol became more
deeply poisoned with each dose (cumulative action). Thus, after the
third or fourth administration of a comparatively large dose of
methanol the animals passed into a state of coma, In which they died,
whereas similar doses of ethyl aleohol had a progressively less effect
and conld apparently be continued indefinitely without obvious harm.

Although the lower animals can tolerate somewhat larger single doses
of methyl than of ethyl alechol, it {s known that this is not true of
man; the more highly developed nervous system of man is more seri-
ously affected by methyl alecohol than is that of the lower animals, and
permanent blindness has often been reported from single, sometimes
small, doses of methyl alcohol, whereas such results are unknown Iin the
case of ethyl alechol,

I did not perform experiments to determine the effect of the synthetie
methanol upon the eyes of the lower animals, Such experiments seemed
unnecesgary, for it was shown years ago that it is the methy! aleohol
in wood aleohol which causes the injurles to the eye, and since syn-
thetic methanol is gimply methyl alcohol and has the characteristic
physiological action of the latter, there is no reason to suppose that it
would spare the eye.

It ean confidently be predicted that the use of the synthetic methanol
as a beverage or as an adulterant will be followed by the same dis-
astrous effects to life and vision as have characterized such uses of wood
alcohol. Those who are circulating the report that the synthetie
methanol is not poisonous arve mot only stating an untruth but are
assuming a grave responsibility, for death or blindness will inevitably
be the fate of a number of those who may be misled by such statements
and attempt to use synthetic methanol as a beverage.

Remp HuxsT.

HaArvARD MeDICAL SCHOOL,

Boston, Mass., June 8, 1925,

BALE OF JACEBON BARRACKS MILITARY RESERVATION, LA,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs I call up the bill H. R. 6871, to amend
the acts of March 12, 1926, and March 30, 1928, authorizing the
sale of the Jackson Barracks Military Reservation, La., and for
other purposes,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wisconsin
calls up the bill H. R. 6871, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the
Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That whenever the State of Louisiana shall with-
draw and release its election to purchase the property known as the
Jackson Barracks Military Reservation, which the Secretary of War
was authorized to sell or cause to be sold pursuant to the acts of March
12, 1926 (44 Stat. 203, 204), and March 30, 1928 (45 Stat. 307), the
said reservation shall be withdrawn from sale and retained by the Sec-
retary of War for military purposes as hereinafter provided.

Sec. 2. That the SBecretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to
lease said property to the State of Louisiana for National Guard pur-
poses, for a term of not exceeding 25 years, in consideration of ita
maintenance and upkeep to the satisfaction of the Becretary of War by
the State, during the term of such lease, and failure to do so ghall render
the lease subject to cancellation: Provided, That said lease shall be
subject to cancellation at any time on 120 days' notice in writing by the
Secretary of War should he deem it necessary to regarrison said post, or
the use and occupation under said lease may be suspended by him with-
out notice in case of and during any national emergency: Provided
further, That the lease may be terminated at any time by the State
of Louisiana, at its option, by giving 180 days’' notice in writing to
the Becretary of War: And provided further, That the State may, with
the approval of the Becretary of War, sublease said property In a man-
ner not inconsistent with said lease, the proceeds from all subleases
to be applied by the State toward the maintenance, improvement, and
upkeep of the property, and an accounting of such proceeds to be ren-
dered by the State to the SBecretary of War annually.
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With a eommittee amendment as follows:

On page 2, line 13, after the word “ post,” strike out the comma and
the words * or the use and occupation under,” and in line 14, after the
word * further,” insert the word “that,” and in the same line strike
out the word * suspended " and insert the word “ canceled,” and in line
15, after the word “ of,” strike out the words * and during.”

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the
gentleman from Louisiana explain this bill. I would like to
know something about it.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker and Members of
the House, I wish to thank the members of the Committee on
Military Affairs for their gracious attitude toward me in taking
up this bill important to the State National Guard of Louisiana.
I wish also to thank the many Members of the House who, at
. my solicitation, have displayed an unusually lively interest in

this bill. I wish to thank the Speaker for his courteous attitude
and his assurance that if the committee found itself in a condi-
tion that it could no longer carry on to-day and I could make a
show of emergency on the floor as a preliminary to the motion
I would make to take the bill up out of order he would recognize
me for that purpose.

The reading of the bill, Mr. Speaker, by the Clerk of the
House will show its importance to one of the finest military
organizations in the Unifed States. That organization will go
out with the Regular Army on any fateful day that the bugle
of our country sounds the equivalent to *fall in,” * forward
march ” to victory or to death. The State National Guard of
Lounisiana is really the heir to the history, traditions, and the
forfunes of the immortal Washington Artillery, which in addi-
tion to its many notable engagements covered itself with fadeless
glory in its unparalleled covering of the withdrawal of Lee's
army from Gettysburg.

I was an active member of that artillery in my younger years
and subsequently enjoyed the distinetion of being made an
honorary member by that great command. I served it proudly
in the constitutional convention of Louisiana of 1898, when it
required legislative aid. I served it as a member of the Legis-
lature of Louisiana from 1900 to 1912, during which years it
needed legislative friends, and I have served with pride and
affection its heirs, the State National Guard, in the Congress of
the United States whenever the commanding officers of the
guards made any request upon me fo render them service. I am
proud of that institution. Louisiana is proud of it. The State
National Guards have oceupied the Jackson Barracks for years,
a permit having been granted to them by the Secretary of War,
with my consent and approval, as the barracks are in my dis-
trict. The old place has a wonderful history behind it. It was
acquired by the United States in 1846 for approximately $46,000.
I do not know what the property is worth to-day, but it is
absolutely certain, Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, that
if the property has increased in value, it has not been due to any
effort on the part of the United States Government; that prop-
erty has increased in value as a result of expenditures by the
_ taxpayers of the city of New Orleans in extending the city
through paved streets, for which they have paid; for putting up
schoolhouses, for which they have paid; for extending the light-
ing system, the water system, and the sewer system of the city
of New Orleans, and any accretion that has come in value to
the property is due to the taxpayers of the city of New Orleans.
The property will continue to increase in value from year to
year, and therefore it is a most desirable investment for the
Federal Government to make in giving the use of historic prop-
erty to our famous National Guard. My distinguished friend
Co Starrorp, of Wisconsin, will move the passage of
the bill. My friend Congressman LAGUARDIA, Who knows as
much about military affairs as any man in the United States,
will be glad to vote for this bill. I hope the Senate will ac-
cept the House report instead of asking for a report from the
Secretary of War and expeditiously pass this bill when it is
reported out by the Senate Committee on Military Affairs, which
will be, indeed, “good tidings of a great joy” to my many
friends in the State National Guard of Louisiana.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read
a third time, was read the third time, and passed.

A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. Broom, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of
absence for an indefinite period on account of illness in his
family.
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BENATH BILLS REFERRED

Bills and joint resolutions of the Senate of the following
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and under the rule
referred as follows:

8.615. An act authorizing an appropriation for payment to
the Uintah, White River, and Uncompahgre Bands of Ute
Indians in the State of Utah for certain lands, and for other
purposes ; fo the Commitiee on Indian Affairs,

8.1251. An act for the relief of the Ayer & Lord Tie Co.
(Ine.) ; to the Committee on Claims.

S5.1812. An act to authorize the collection of annual statis-
tics relating to erime, and to the defective, dependent, and de-
linguent classes; to the Committee on the Census.

8.2010. An act for the relief of Clatsop County, Oreg.; to
the Committee on Claims,

8.3409. An act to provide for the collection and publication
of statistics of peanuts by the Department of Agriculture; to
the Committee on Agrienlture,

8.3594. An act authorizing appropriations for the construe-
tion and maintenanece of improvements necessary for protection
of the national forests from fire, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

8.4051. An act authorizing the Pillager Bands of Chippewa
Indians, residing in the State of Minnesota, to snbmit claims
to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

§.4325. An act to amend subchapter 5 of chapter 18 of the
Code of Law for the District of Columbia by adding thereto a
new section to be designated section 648-a; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

S.4358. An act to anthorize transfer of funds from the general
revenues of the District of Columbia to the revenues of the
water department of said District and to provide for transfer
of jurisdiction over certain property to the Director of Public
Buildings and Public Parks; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

8. 7. Res, 171, Joint resolution to amend section 5 of the joint
resolution relating to the National Memorial Commission, ap-
proved March 4, 1929; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

8. J. Res. 182. Joint resolution prohibiting location or erection
of any wharf or dock or artificial fill or bulkhead or other
structure on the shores or in the waters of the Potomae River
within the District of Columbia without the approval of the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Director
of Public Buildings and Public Parks of the National Capital;
to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

ENROLLED DBILLS SIGNED

Mr, CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and
found truly enrolled bills of the House of the following titles,
which were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H. R.937. An act for the relief of Nellie Hickey ; and

H. R.9806. An act to authorize the construction of certain
bridges and to extend the times for commencing and completing
the construction of other bridges over the navigable waters of
the United States,

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr, CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on En-
rolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day pre-
sent to the President, for his approval, bills of the House of the
following titles:

H. R.11965. An act making appropriations for the legislative
branch of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1931, and for other purposes;

H. R, 12302, An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer-
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of
said war;

H.R.937. An act for the relief of Nellie Hickey; and

H. R.9806. An act to authorize the construction of certain
bridges and to extend the t'mes for commencing and complet-
ing the construction of other bridges over the navigable waters
of the United States.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. RANSLEY. My, Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 20
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,

June 6, 1930, at 12 o'clock noon,
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COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Friday, June 6, 1930, as reported
to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON ELECTIONS NO. 1
(10 a. m.)

To consider the contested-election case between Representa-

tive Lovis Luprow and former Representative Ralph Updike.
COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS
(10 a. m.)

To authorize appropriations for construction at military posts
(H. R. 2754).

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)

Authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to accept, without cost
to the Government of the United States, a lighter-than-air base
near Sunnyvale, in the county of Santa Clara, State of Cali-
fornia, and construct necessary improvements thereon (H. R.
GS}\OJt'horizIng the Secretary of the Navy to accept a free site
for a lighter-than-air base at Camp Kearny, near San Diego,
Calif.,, and construct necessary improvements thereon (H. R.
6808).

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

528. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for
the Navy Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931,
in the amrount of $5,532.26, to defray the expenses of the United
States Marine Band, in attending the national encampment of
the Grand Army of the Republic, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio
(H. Doc. No. 448) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

529. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year 1931, for the
relief of the State of Georgia, $506,067.50, and the State of
South Carolina, $805,561, in reconstructing roads and bridges
damaged or destroyed by floods in 1929, in all $1,311,628.50
(H. Doc. No. 449) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

530. A communication from the President of the United
States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for
the Department of State for the fiscal year 1931, amounting to
$10,000, for salary of an envoy extraordinary and minister
plenipotentiary to the Union of South Afriea (H. Doc. No.
450) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
rinted.
¥ 531. A comnrunication from the President of the Unifed
States, transmitting two supplemental estimates of appropria-
tions for the War Department for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1930—namely, survey flood control, Choctawhatchee River,
Fla. and Ala., $14,000, and maintenance and operation Panama
Canal toward construction of a ferry and highway near the
Pacific enfrance of the canal, $500,000, both sums to remain
available until expended (H. Doc. No. 451) ; to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

532, A communication from the President of the United States,
transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation in the sum
of $2,500, for the War Department, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1930, to remain available until June 30, 1931 (H. Doc.
No. 452) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

533. A communication from the President of the United States,
transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for the De-
partment of State for the fiscal year 1931, to remain available
until June 30, 1932, amounting to $25,000, and a draft of pro-
posed provision of an existing appropriation (H. Doc. No. 453) ;
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. PARKER : Committee on Interstate and Foreign Come
merce, 8. 3619. An act to reorganize the Federal Power Com-
mission ; with amendment (Rept. 1793). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,

Mr, MILLER : Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 9231. A
bill providing for the acquirement of additional lands for the
naval air station at Seattle, Wash. ; with amendment (Rept. No.
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1794). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union. s

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R.
11867. A bill to provide for certain public works at Parris
Island, 8. C.; with amendment (Rept. No. 1795). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT : Committee on Military Affairs, H. R.
11409. A bill to authorize the erection of a tablet in the Fort
Sumter Military Reservation to the memory of the garrison at
Fort Sumter during the siege of 1861; without amendment
(Rept. No. 1796). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mr. McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9893.
A bill to provide a military status for certain American citi-
zens; with amendment (Rept. No. 1800). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIIIT,

Mr. WOLVERTON: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
1501. A bill for the relief of William H. Connors; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1788). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House,

Mrs, KAHN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 6491. A
bill for the relief of John J. Mullen; with amendment (Rept.
No. 1789). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House,

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R.
10113. A bill for the relief of Uriel Sliter; with amendment
é{ Rept. No. 1790). Referred to the Committee of the Whole

ouge,

Mrs, KAHN: Commitiee on Military Affairs. H. R. 10326.
A bill for the relief of William H. Stroud: without amendment’
](:IRept. No. 1791). Referred to the Committee of the Whole

ouse,

Mr, McSWAIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8784
A bill for the relief of Leonard Theodore Boice; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1797). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr, WURZBACH : Committee on Military Affairs, H. R. 672
A bill for the relief of Walter W. Adkins; with amendment
I(iRept. No. 1798). Referred to the Committee of the Whole

ouse.

Mr. McSWAIN : Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 11529,
A Dbill for the relief of William J. Bodiford; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 1799). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii: A bill (H. R. 1278%) to au-
thorize the establishment of a Coast Guard station on the
south coast of Maui, in the Territory of Hawaii; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and.Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. McMILLAN: A bill (H. R. 12789) to authorize an
appropriation for the purchase and erection of a monument of
Maj. Gen. William Moultrie; to the Committee-on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 12790) providing that in
computing the six years’ service required for promotion in the
Navy from warrant to chief warrant rank, all active service
of warrant or commissioned officers in the National Naval Vol-
unteers shall be eounted; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. BRITTEN: Resolution (H. Res. 239) to appoint a
subcommittee on naval affairs relative to the establishment of
an air base on the Pacific coast ; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Resolution (H. Res. 240) to create a
select committee to investigate the Uniled States Shipping
Board ; to the Committee on Rules.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ACKERMAN: A bill (H. R, 12791) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary Agnes Brown; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CLARKE of New York: A bill (H. R. 12792) granting
an increase of pension to Agnes C. Gill; to the Commiitee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRAIL: A bill (I. R. 12793) granting an increase of
pension to Lavinia C. Preston; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.
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By Mr. DOUGHTON: A bill (H. R. 12794) for the relief of
W. E. M¢Neill, Lee Allman, and John Allman, stockholders of
AcNeill, Allman Construction Ceo. (Inc.), and W. E. McNeill,
dissolution agent of the MeNeill-Allman Construetion Co.; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12795) granting a
pension to Catherine Minet; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 12796) granting an increase of
pension to Matilda Harer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 12797) granting an in-
crease of pension to Burley L. Van Fleet; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. :

By Mr. KINZER: A bill (H. R. 12798) for the relief of John
K. Lintner; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. McMILLAN: A bill (H. R. 12799) for the relief of
Nellie Philips France; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 12800) grant-
ing a pension to Martha J. Hannah; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1, of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

7469. By Mr. BOYLAN: Letter from Overseas Automotive

" Club, of New York City, opposing the passage of the tariff
act; fo the Committee on Ways and Means.

7470, Also, letter from Redfield-Downey-Odell Co., New York
City, oppesing House bill 11096, which provides for a postage
charge of 5 cents for directory service fo be collected from the
sender of all mail that requires such service; fo the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

7471. By Mr. CRADDOCK : Petition of the Woman's Tem-
perance Union, of Campbellsville, Ky., at its April meeting
adopted a resolution petitioning the Congress to enact a law
for the Federal supervision of motion pictures establishing
higher standards before production for films that are to be
licensed for interstate and international commerce, signed by
Lula Smith, secretary, and Lottie Smith, president; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

7472. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of county
clerk, Oklahoma City, Okla,, in support of House bill 10366;
to the Committee on Claims.

T7473. Also, petition of Carpenters Local No. 763, Enid, Okla.,
in support of Sproul bill, H. R. 9323; to the Committee on
Labor.

T474. Also, petition of Division (30, Brotherhood of Locomo-
tive Engineers, Enid, Okla., in support of Couzens resolution;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

7475, Also, petition of Immigration Study Commission, Sacra-
mento, Calif.; to the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization.

T7476. Also, petition of Edwin Murphy, acting department
commander, department of Florida, United Spanish War Vet-
erans, in support of bill establishing branch of National Soldiers'
Home in Southeastern States; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

T7477. Also, petition of Train Dispatchers’ Association, Okla-
homa City, Okla., in support of Couzens resolution, 8. J. Res.
161; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

T478. Also, petition of Western Regional Association of Sys-
tem and/or Terminal Boards of Adjustment, Brotherhood of
Railway and Steamship Clerks, Freight Handlers, Express, and
Station Employees, Denver, Colo., in full support of Couzens
resolution; to the Commitiee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merece.

7479. By Mr. HALL of Missisgippi: Telegram of Florian
Yoste, president Retail Jewelers' Association, Vicksburg, Miss.,
urging Rules Committee to secure special ruling on Capper-
Kelly fair trade bill; to the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce,

T7480. Also, telegram of A. E. Wallace, president Brother-
hood Railway Clerks, Hattiesburg, Miss., urging adoption of
Couzens joint resolution, suspending consolidation of railroads;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

7481, Also, petition of citizens of Lumberton, Miss., not to
recommend the ecalling of an international conference by the
President of the United States or the acceptance by him of an
invitation to participate in such a conference for the purpose
of revising the present calendar unless a proviso be attached
thereto definitely guaranteeing the preservation of the con-
tinuity of the weekly cyele without the insertion of blank days;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

7482, By Mr. McKEOWN: Petition of the legislative repre-
sentative of the Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, State of
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Oklahoma, urging passage of the Couzens joint resolution pro-
viding for the femporary suspension of consolidation of rail-
roads until Congress provides protection for the railroad em-
ployees as well as the public; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

7483, By Mr. PEAVEY : Resolution from the County Board of
Sawyer County, Wis., protesting the use of butter substitutes
in State and Federal institutions, because such substitutes cur-
tail the farmer's market, set a bad example for private in-
stifutions and individuals, and impair the health and endanger
the lives of those persons who subsist thereon; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture,

T484. By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: Resolution by the
Crawford Business Men's League, of Chicago, urging the passage
of legislation which shall check the monopoly of the chain-store
system; to the Commitiee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

SENATE
 Frmay, June 6, 1930
(Legislative day of Thursday, May 29, 1930)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of
the recess.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message
from the House of Representatives.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUBE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to
the report of the commitiee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to
the bill (H. R. 10175) to amend an act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the promotion of vocational rehabilitation of persons
disabled in industry or otherwise and their return to civil em-
ployment,” approved June 2, 1920, as amended.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
bill (8. 4017) to amend the act of May 20, 1928, pertaining to
certain War Department contracts by repealing the expiration
date of that act, with an amendment, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that the House had passed
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate:

H. R. 1420. An act to authorize the Secretary of War to loan
aeronautical equipment and material for purposes of research
and experimentation;

H. R. 2030. An act to authorize an appropriation for the pur-
chase of land adjoining Fort Bliss, Tex.;

H. R. 2755. An act to increase the efficiency of the Veterinary
Corps of the Regular Army ;

H. R. 6340. An act to authorize an appropriation for construc-
tion at the Mountain Branch of ihe National Home for Dis-
abled Volunteer Soldiers, Johnson City, Tenn.;

H. R. 6871, An act to amend the acts of March 12, 1926, and
March 30, 1928, authorizing the sale of the Jackson Barracks
Military Reservation, La., and for other purposes;

H. R. 7496. An act authorizing an appropriation for improve-
ments at the Guilford Courthouse National Military Park;

H. R.8159. An act to authorize appropriation for construc-
tion at the United States Military Academy, West Point, N. Y.;
Fort Lewis, Wash. ; Fort Benning, Ga.; and for other purposes;

H. R.11405. An act to amend an act approved February 25,
1929, entitled “An act to authorize appropriations for con-
struction at military posts, and for other purposes " ; and

H. R. 12263, An act to authorize the acquisition of 1,000 acres
of land, more or less, for aerial bombing range purposes at
Kelly Field, Tex., and in seftlement of certain damage claims.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his
signature to the following enrolled bills and joint resolution,
and they were signed by the Vice President :

8.1906. An act for the appointment of an additional circuit
judge for the fifth judieial circuit;

8.3403. An act to provide for the appointment of an addi-
tional circuit judge for the third judicial circuit;

H. R.851. An act for the relief of Richard Kirchhoff;

. H.R.1158. An act for the relief of Eugene A. Dubrule;

H. R.1160. An act for the relief of Henry P. Biehl;

H. R. 8175. An act to authorize Lieut. Commander James C,
Monfort, of the United States Navy, to accept a decoration con-
ferred upon him by the Government of Italy;

H. R. 3257. An act for the relief of Ellen B. Monahan;

H. R. 3610, An act for the relief of William Geravis Hill;
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